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JOHN COLLIER AND
THE PUEBLO LANDS BOARD ACT
LAWRENCE C. KELLY*

IN 1913, IN THE CA~E OF U.S.' v. Sandoval (231 U.S. 28), the
Supreme Court of the United States ruled that Pueblo Indians of
New Mexico, contrary to an earlier decision, had been subject to
federal guardianship since 1848 and were, therefore, incapable of
alienating their lands without federal approval. The Sandoval decision precipitated great consternation in New Mexico where thousands of non-Indians claimed ownership of former Pueblo lands by
purchase from the Indians under the previous decision or by occupancy under New Mexico territorial statutes. For nine years a
struggle ensued between Pueblos and non-Indians for title to the
disputed lands, without resolution. Then, in 1922, Secretary of the
Interior Albert B. Fall, Senator Holm O. Bursum, and attorney
Ralph E. Twitchell, all New Mexicans, drew up a bill that would
have awarded nearly all the disputed lands to non-Indians.
John Collier, who had become enamored of the Pueblos following
a visit to his long-time friend, Mabel Dodge, in Taos in 1920-21,
was in California at the time of the drafting of this "notorious
Bursum bill." There he had become a confidant of Mrs. Stella
Atwood, a member of the General Federation of Women's Clubs
(GFWC), who had recently become interested in the reform of
federal Indian policy. Through Atwood, Collier was introduced to
Mrs. Kate Vosburg, the wealthy heiress to the fortune of Jonathan
S. Slosson, the founder of the city ofAzusa. In 1922 Vosburg agreed
to finance Collier's activities in behalf of the GFWC reform program for a two-year period. In his official capacity as publicity agent
for the GFWC, Collier returned to New Mexico in September
1922. When he arrived, he learned that the Bursum bill had just
passed the U. S. Senate. News of its passage, he wrote to Mabel
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Dodge, was a "body blow," for he had been assured that the bill
would 'not come up at this session of Congress. "This will mean
the ruin bf the Pueblos," he informed Mabel, "I am sicker at heart
than anything has ever made me; but perhaps the bill will be held
up yet." Immediately, he set out to organize an opposition. Because
of the "almost incredible camorra" that he found in Santa Fe, he
warned her not to "mention my present activity to anyone.... "1
But some of the Anglo residents of Santa Fe were also aroused.
Chief among these were Dolly Sloan, the diminutive former business manager of The Masses and wife of the expatriate New York
painter, John Slo,an; the Harvard poet, Witter Bynner; Alice Corbin
Henderson, a former ~oeditor with Harriet Monroe of Poetry mag~
azine; E. Dana Johnson, the editor of the Santa Fe New Mexican;
Edgar L. Hewett, founder and director of the. Museum of New
Mexico; and the painter Gerald Cassidy and his wife, Ina. Under
the leadership of Margaret McKittrick and ElIzabeth Shepley Ser~
geant, the latter an essayist who had important contacts with east":
ern magazines, the group quickly formed itself into the New Mexico
Association on Indian Affairs (NMAIA). Through Elizabeth Sergeant, Collier was put in contact with the association, although it
was never to take him fully into its confidences. 2
During September and October 1922 Collier's major goal was
to inform the Pueblo Indians about the Bursum bill and to organize
a publicity campaign that would attract national publicity to their
plight. In accomplishing the first task he was greatly aided by
Antonio Luhan, Mabel Dodge's Taos Indian companion. Tony 'introduced Collier to Taos Pueblo leaders, and there he had "a great
many meetings with the duly elected council." The Taos council,
in turn, furnished him with letters of recommendation to the other
Pueblos and, accompanied by Tony Luhan, he traveled down the
Rio Grande to PiCuris and Cochiti. At Cochiti the idea of assembling
all the Pueblos together in a demonstration of unity was born.
Whether this idea originated spontaneously with the Indians, a~
Co~lie; claimed, or whether it originated with Collier, who by thi~
time was familiar with the story of the famous Pueblo Revolt of
1680, is unclear. In any event, such a gathering immediately appealed to his se'nse ofthe dramatic, and he cleafly saw the publicity
'
potential in such a gathering. 3
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On 5 November 1922, at Santo Domingo pueblo, 121 Pueblo
delegates from twenty pueblos met to discuss the Bursum bill. For
two days and "the greater part of two nights" Indians listened as
Collier and others explained the bill's provisions: According to
Collier, the meeting was "exclusively in the Indians' hands" with
the whites retiring at times when the Indians wished to discuss
matters privately. At the conclusion ofthe meeting, the delegates
adopted a memorial addressed to the American people. In it they
protested the loss of their lands. They also complained that they
had not been consulted about the Bursum bill and that the Interior
Department had refused to explain its provisions to them. They
refused to accept the jurisdiction of the federal court, which they
said would mean the destruction of their traditional form of government. This memorial was translated. and written' down '~ver
batim" by Father Fridolin Schuster, a Franciscan priest from Laguna,
and then typed by Collier for release to the press. Although the
memorial. was a major document, Collier counseled in a letter to
Frank Kellogg, the editor of Survey magazine, the truly important
thing to be emphasized was that the Pueblos had banded together
once again, had made their decision unanimously, and had agreed
to form a "permanent junta" to defend their lands and their way
of life. 4
News of the Santo Domingo meeting quickly spread throughout
the nation. The New York Times printed the memorial the following
day and ran a story by Elizabeth Sergeant' in its· Sunday feature
section later in the month. On 29 November,· Herbert Croly, at
the request of Elizabeth Sergeant, ran an editorial in The Nation
denouncing the Bursum bill, and that same day an article by Alice
Corbin Henderson appeared in the New Republic. Simultaneously,
editorials defending the Pueblos appeared in the New York World
and the New York Tribune, both the results of appeals by Margaret
McKittrick and Elizabeth Sergeant. The appearance of,thesearticles produced a request for copy from other newspapers and'
magazines, which in turn resulted in even greater news coverage
.
in December and January.5.
As opposition began to build following the Santo Domingo meeting, Collier, who from the beginning had advised that "the job is
a heap more than beating the Bursum' bill," decided to increase

8
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the pressure. There would be no compromise with the Bursum
bill as Indian Commissioner Charles Burke was urging, he told his
closest friends. Instead, a rival bill would be prepared by the Indians' friends. To dramatize Indian opposition to the Bursum bill,
Collier planned to take a delegation of Pueblos to New York City
in December and then on to Washington where they would appear
before the House Indian Affairs Committee. In preparation for this
trip, he advised Mabel Dodge, "I am seeing the political folk,
writing a lot, seeing the newspaper folk and trying to raise money."
Dr. John Haynes and Kate Vosburg, his chief financial supporters,
also entered the fray. Haynes agreed to contact Senators Hiram
Johnson of California and William Borah of Idaho to enlist their
support against the Bursum bill, and he also asked Gifford Pinchot
to meet with Collier during the eastern trip. Vosburg and Haynes
"separately or together are prepared to do whatever has to be done"
in the matter of finances, Collier wrote, but he hoped "not to call
on them excessively as they are our permanent reliance for the
fight which this eastern trip is only an incident in."6
On 21 November 1922, the day after Congress reconvened from
its summer recess, Senator Borah, in an unusual move, requested
that the Bursum bill be recalled. It had been passed during the
hectic last days of the last session "under a misapprehension as to
what its terms were," he said. Borah's surprise move produced
jubilation in the Collier camp and strengthened his determination
to escalate the struggle. Under no circumstances, he wired Stella
Atwood, must the Interior Department be permitted to amend the
Bursum bill until after she and the Indians had been given the
opportunity to testify against it. "Use utmost power to prevent
action .... Action before our arguments heard means war," he
wired her. Borah's action also strengthened Collier's determination
to press the federal government for a complete change in its Indian
policy.7 On 26 November he wrote to Mabel Dodge:
I know the danger that this work will achieve merely material results
and eventuate in welfare and things static. Certainly I am determined that it shall not go to such an end. For twenty years I worked
at things meant to be dynamic and creative which mainly worked
out into amelioration, welfare, etc., arid I hope it won't be that way
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again! As for the Pueblos, there's reason to hope and plan, now,
where a year ago we could only dream and lament.
We shall have to establish the right to dictate Indian policy, and
build up a truly national movement, and get ourselves strong "on
top" politically, before we can demand for the Pueblos the kind of
thing·you write ·of. At this time ... the public policy is wrong and
it is being executed still worse and it involves all the Indians; and
it can be changed (policy and administration) only through a national
effort .... We couldn't swing the needed power simply through a
fight based on the Pueblos. After power is established, then we can
get the fundamental change needed for the Pueblos. @8

Soon after this avowal to "dictate Indian policy," Collier left for
the nation's capital. Before doing so, however, he met in Santa Fe
with the officers of the NMAIA. They agreed to retain the services
of a Santa Fe attorney, Francis C. Wilson, former Pueblo attorney
who had successfully argued the rights of the Pueblos in the Sandoval decision. Wilson would represent the GFWC and the NMAIA
before the congressional committees when hearings began in early
1923, and he would also draft a new bill that they would attempt
to substitute for Bursum's. At almost the identical time of this
meeting, Albert Fall, stung by the criticism directed against his
office, lashed out angrily against his detractors. First, he let it be
known in New Mexico that refusal to compromise would result in
the reinstitution of legal proceedings against the 3,000 white settlers that had been suspended in 1921 pending the attempt at a
legislative solution. His intention was to unleash a white ba;cklash
against the. Indians and their supp6rters. Then on 5 December
1922, Fall ,released a thirty-five page defense of his role in the
drafting of the Bursum bill, a defense that was addressed to Senator
Borah. In it he denounced the "propagandists" whom he claimed
had. misled' Borah, and he. particularly singled out fqr criticism
Francis Wilson, whom he charged had been delinquent,while
Pueblo attorney, in protecting the lands of the Laguna Pueblos.
After a lengthy review of the Pueblo problem, Fall challenged
Congress to "provide for an immediate investigation" of the situation, at which time he promised that his department would turn
over all its evidence that "these propagandists had engaged in misleading statements, some of them in absolutely false statements."

Holm O. Bursum. Ralph E. Twitchell, Leading Facts .afNew Mexico History, vol.
5, facing p. 414.
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The following day,· Chairman Homer P. Snyder of the House Indian
Affairs Committee, defended the Bursumbill in remarks inserted
into the Congressional Record .and then, at the request of the
Interior Department; introduced a slightly revised edition of the
original Bursum bill. .In what appeared to be a smoothly orchestrated assault on the opposition, Indian Commisioner Charles Burke
theri had 5,000 copies of Snyder's speech printed at his own expense. These copies, together with an equal number of Fairs letter
to Borah, were distributed throughout the nation under Snyder's
frank. 9
Upon his arrival in Washington Collier immediately plunged into
a round of conferences with other Indian defense groups. First he
met with Father Schuster and Father William Hughes ofthe Bureau
ofCatholic Indian Missions. Hughes was a good man, Collier wrote,
"but not aggressive at all" and "very solicitous" that nothing be done
to injure Indian Commissioner Charles Burke. He next met with
Gen. Hugh.L. Scott and Malcolm McDowell of the Board ofIndian
Commissioners. From them he learned "of the state of terrorism
in the Indian Office which Fall had instilled." Then he met with
William Hard, a Washington correspondent for the Nation and with
Robert Yard,> a lobbyist for the National Park Service. At Yard's
urging; Collier adopted the theme that would dominate the publicity campaign of the next several months: Albert Fall, whom Yard
described as "besotted in his sense of power,". was to be made the
target of all the oppositio~ groups. 10
On the day after Christmas a decision ,was reached about the
proper means of introducing Francis Wilson's rival bill. Nearly
everyone> advised that as a matter of courtesy, Senator Bursum
should be permitted to sponsor the new bill. But, Collier argued,
Bursum had given no indication of willingness to sponsor the bill,
and it was evident that Fall would press the revised Bursum bill,
now denominated the "Snyder bill," before Congress. "On behalf
of the GFWC," Collierargued, Senator Andrieus A. Jones; a Democratwho had defeated Bursum for the senate seat in 1916, should
introduce the bill. "The others passively consented," he reported.
Fall and Bursum, Collier gleefully wrote Mabel Dodge, "were
furiously trying tq arrange something, probably anew bilL ...
Fall is in a white rage and all are being dominated by their emo-

12
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tions, not their judgment. We should avoid similar mistakes." In
the two weeks prior to the congressional hearings, Collier's mood
was alternately confident and doubt-ridden. Fall's often rumored
resignation from the cabinet was announced on 3 January 1923.
This unexpected event, plus the formal introduction of the Snyder
bill, temporarily disrupted Collier's strategy, but, as he wrote Mabel Dodge, the original Bursum bill "thank goodness, is still not
dead, but can be exploited as a menace and an evidence of con.
"11
splracy....
On 15 January 1923 the senate hearings on the various bills
began. Although the hearings were to prove inconclusive, they did
serve to make clear the distinction between Bursum's bill and the
so called Jones bill that Francis Wilson had drafted in late December.
On the first day of testimony Ralph Twitchell and Commissioner
Burke appeared to defend the Bursum bill and to describe the
manner in which it had been formulated. Both testified that the
bill was clearly a compromise between the claims of the Indians
and those of non-Indian settlers. Burke, whose presentation Collier
contemptuously described as a "vain-glorious, emotional, almost
feeble minded oration," repeated his often-stated belief that any
inequities created by Bursum's bill could be easily corrected if only
its opponents would cease their adamant opposition and sit down
with members of the interior department staff to work out a compromise. 12
.
The brunt ofthe defense, however, rested upon Twitchell. Under
close examination by Senator Lenroot, Twitchell's defense crUinbled
and his composure wilted. Time and again, despite frequent pleas
that his motive had been good, he was forced to admit that the
bill's wording worked exclusively to the advantage of the nonIndians. By the time he completed his presentation, there was
little doubt that the original Bursum bill was indeed a dead letter.
Following the interrogation ofTwitchell, Stella Atwood and Francis Wilson argued the merits of the rival Jones bill. This bill had
two major objectives. The first was the creation of a special Pueblo
lands board or commission that was to be empowered to arbitrate
conflicting claims and to make awards of title in those cases where
both parties were in agreement. Like Twitchell, Wilson believed
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that 80 percent of the con'flicting claims could be disposed of in
this manner, without the expense necessarily entailed in a formal
court case. Disputes that could not be resolved by arbitration were
to be heard by the U.S. District Court of New Mexico where the
Indians,upon the request of fifteen pueblos, would be permitted
to name a counsel of their choice to defend their interests. The
second objective of the Jones bill was authorization of an expenditure of $905,000 offederal money for irrigation and drainage projects along the Rio Grande. The purpose of this section was to create
approximately 20,000 acres of new agricultural land along the river
with which to compensate those claimants, Indian and white alike,
whose claims were denied. Most of the money requested for this
project was eventually to be reimbursed by the users of the land.
Atwood's testimony was brief and mainly confined to explaining
how she had become involved in the controversy as the representative of the GFWC. Collier did not testify at the Senate hearings, but when interest was shown in the Santo Domingo meeting
and Burke and Twitchell charged that Collier had formulated the
resolutions adopted there, he submitted a letter that was published
as an exhibit. In it, he strongly defended the ability of Indians to
understand and to react to problems with which they were confronted. The great evil Indians suffered, he charged, was the attitude of the "Indian Office that Indians should be treated as
incompetents" and denied the normal avenues of information and
expression that the constitution guaranteed to all other Americans.
Francis Wilson, not Collier, hqwever, was the spokesman of the
Indians before the Senate sub-committee. While regretting that
Burke and Fall had chosen to interpret the criticism of the various
anti-Bursum groups "as a personal matter," Wilson charged that
this very attitude made legislation like the Bursum bill possible.
The idea that the Indian bureau "should be permitted to decide
everything, to do everything; and that all outside interference with
the Indians is, in effect, lese majesty, and almost high treason,"
was so deeply entrenched, he charged, that the bureau had become
incapable of comprehending the inequities contained in legislation
like Bursum's bill. This blindness had provoked the Indians' friends
to insist upon an independent commission to decide the issue of
the disputed claims.

Francis Wilson. Ralph E. Twitchell, Leading Facts of New Mexico History, vol.
4, facing p. 100.
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Wilson's defense of a Pueblo lands board, however, failed to
impress .senator Lemoot any more than had Twitchell's defense of
the Bursum bill. Since the Jones bill contained no guidelines for
the decisions of the board, Lemoot queried, what would determine
its decisions? After some fumbling, Wilson replied that the board
would be guided by "good conscience and justice." Could not an
unfriendly board do more harm. to the Indians than the Bursum
bill, Lemoot persisted? Wilson replied that since the appointments
to the board would have to be confirmed by the Senate, he was
confident that the Indians' friends would prevail to ensure that men
of "high character" would be chosen. At this point Commissioner
Burke sarcastically interjected that the same could be said for the
secretary of the interior and the commissioner of Indian affairs,
both of whom had been confirmed by the Senate. Lemoot simply
expressed his amazement at Wilson's credulity. In much the same
fashion as Twitchell had previously done, Wilson now began to
admit that his bill too contained weaknesses and that it would have
to be revised.
On the. final day of hearings, Albert Fall appeared. He repeated
his intention to resign on 4 March 1923, but, as he had earlier
written Senator Reed Smoot, the chairman of the parent commit-.
tee, until he did so his department was unalterably opposed to the
Jones bill. Not only would the arbitration provision in the bill
deprive whites of due process, he claimed, but the cost of a special
board and a special Indian attorney would be an unnecessary expense upon American taxpayers. The hearings ended on a sour
note. Fall refused to submit to examination by Francis Wilson, and
he reiterated his vow to oppose the Jones bill so long as he remained
in office. When Senator Lemoot elicited pledges from Twitchell
and Wilson to work together on a substitute bill, Fall announced
that he would refuse to "sit down at a conference table with those
of a 'faction' who think we are not worthy of trust. "13
When the senate hearings ended on 25 January, only a week
remained to prepare for the house hearings where the revised
Bursum bill introduced by Congressman Snyder was to be considered. At the request of Congressman E. O. Leatherwood of Utah,
whose wife was a member of the GFWC, the Jones bill had been
introduced in the House in early JailUary, and with Snyder's permission, it too was to be discussed.

16
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During the brief interval between the hearings, Collier began
to doubt the loyalty of the other Indian defense groups. As a result
of Fall's threats, he wrote Mabel podge, most of them had become
"scared cats." There were "divisive influences at work for compromise," he warned; in the event of a showdown only Stella Atwood
and "perhaps" Father Schuster could be counted upon to stand
firm in defense of the Pueblos' claims. 14
The "compromise" that Collier feared did not surface during the
house hearings. While admitting that the Snyder bill was an improvement over the original Bursum bill, Francis Wilson, nevertheless opposed the bill because it granted jurisdiction over the
Pueblos and their lands to the federal court, and it would uphold
the claims of all the non-Indians who could show possession for
twenty years prior to 10 June 1910. The most equitable way to
solve the problem, Wilson continued to insist, was through the
creation of a special board with arbitration powers. He also insisted
that a provision in the Snyder bill that granted tracts of land from
the public domain or money compensation to those whose claims
were rejected, was impracticaL What the dispossessed claimants,
Indians and non-Indians alike, needed was water, and the only bill
that made any provision for enlarging the irrigable lands along the
Rio Grande was the Jones bill. 15
The congressmen listened patiently to Wilson's presentations,
but when Stella Atwood took the floor it became quickly evident
that the committee intended to discredit her role as spokeswoman
for the GFWC. They wanted to know in detail how much money
she had raised, for what purposes it was intended, from whom it
Game, and how much Collier was being paid. They inquired whether
she had received the formal endorsement of the GFWC in her
campaign against the Bursum bill and whether the GFWC had
authorized her to use its name to collect money. She was forced
to admit that very little of the $6,000 raised for the Pueblo aid
fund had yet been used for this purpose and that the G FWC had
not formally approved her fund raising efforts. She also confessed
that she had not approved two inflammatory articles on the Pueblos
by Collier in the January and February issues of Sunset magazine.
Atwood was visibly shaken by the committee's badgering and by
the strictures of Congressman Leatherwood who concluded that
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she had obviously exceeded her authority in claiming the support
of the two million members of the GFWC.
At this point Collier, who had deliberately adopted a low profile
at the hearings, asked for permission to speak. Accusing committee
members of deliberately "crucifying" Atwood, he launched into an
impassioned attack on the already discredited Bursum bill and then
quickly passed on to a general denunciation of the Indian bureau.
For years, he charged, the bureau had failed to make "an effective
appeal" to Congress or to the American people for sufficient funds
to provide adequate medical treatment for the Indians. As soon as
he completed his harangue, the committee, obviously delighted to
have the opportunity to question: him directly, immediately zeroed
in on his role in the publicity campaign.
A letter was produced from a San Francisco newspaper alleging
that every congressman had been sent a copy of the January Sunset
article at the expense of the GFWC. Collier denied any involvement on his part or that of Atwood. The Sunset article referred to
"certain land-grabbing interests and for the time being, the executive branch of the government." Did that imply that employees
of the federal government would benefit from the passage of the
Bursum bill, Leatherwood inquired? Collier denied such an insinuation. He had only sought to "convey the impression" that the
Interior Department had framed a bill "inexcusably loose by putting
in it phraseology which did not protect the Indians and which would
destroy them." Nor, when he charged that empowering the federal
court to exert jurisdiction over the Pueblos would "tear their heart
out," did he mean to imply that this had been the "deliberate intent
of the framers of the Bursum bill." Congressman Snyder also wanted
to know how Collier could claim in the two Sunset articles that the
Bursum bill had been blocked in the House by the action of the
GFWC when his committee had not even heard about the bill until
after it had been withdrawn by the Senate. To this Collier replied
that the bill had passed the Senate when it "was asleep" and that
"maybe" the same would have happened in the House had it not
been for all the publicity generated.
Satisfied that it had effectively punched large holes in the propaganda balloon, the committee dismissed Collier and turned to
Assistant Commissioner Edgar Meritt. Testifying on the last day of
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the. hearing, Meritt told the congressmen that a special appropri~
ation to enlarge the Pueblos' irrigable land was unnecessary. If
additional irrigated acres were desirable, the bureau could finance
such a project out ofcurrent appropriations. Meritt also discounted
Collier's argument for .increased. medical attention. The Pueblos,
he said, were receiving the same medical care as other Indians and
it was quite adequate. As the hearings ended, Congressman Leatherwood announced that he could no longer support the idea of a
special Pueblo lands board, and he urged that the appropriation
request for irrigation and drainage projects be dropped from the
Jones bill on technical grounds. As an appropriation item, it would
have to be considered separately from a bill to resolve the Pueblo
land question. 16
As the hearings on the Bursum bill ended, Collier's mind was
already racing far ahead of the Pueblo problem. His attention now
focused on a larger enterprise, the formation of a national organization dedicated to the total reform of federal Indian policy. Confident that the Pueblos were safe until the next session of Congress
and eager to take advantage of the interest in Indians that the
publicity against the Bursum bill had generated, he hastily left
Washington on 17 February for Chicago. There he conferred with
Harold Ickes and others, encouraging them to join with his New
York friends in the formation of what eventually became known as
the American Indian Defense Association (AIDA). 17
The day after Collier left Washington for Chicago, .the Senate
Sub-Committee on Public Lands, whose chairman Irvine Lemoot
had genuinely sought to reconcile the warring factions, met to draft
a compromise bill. Francis Wilson was forbidden to attend this
executive session of the committee on Fall's orders, but he was
permitted to submit a draft bill indicating the changes that he would
accept. Commissioner Burke was permitted to sit with the committee.
The "Lemoot substitute" bill that emerged and that Wilson,
Burke, and both congressional committees quickly approved was
a distinct improvement over the original Bursum bill, and it accurately reflected the desires of all parties except Collier. As later
exchanges between Collier and Wilson revealed, its only failing
was that it recognized a limited number of non-Indian claims with-

KELLY, COLLIER/PUEBLO LANDS

19

out compensation to the Indians. For Wilson and his supporters,
the recognition of these claims had been inevitable from the beginning. For Collier, who maintained that the Indian claim was
inviolate, Wilson's concessions smacked of collusion with the enemy.
The Lenroot bill provided for the creation of a three-man Pueblo
lands board, to consist of the representatives of the attorney general
ofthe United States, the secretary ofthe interior, and the president.
This board would have authority to determine all lands' to which
the Indians legitimately held title and to file a suit in the U. S.
District Court of New Mexico to quiet title to these lands. NonIndian claimants who disagreed with the findings of the board could
appeal its findings to the federal district court. Two classes of claimants who might expect to have their claims upheld were defined
in sections four and five. First, were those who could prove "open,
notorious, actual, exclusive, continuous possession for more than
twenty years prior to the passage" of the act, under "color of title."
Second, were those claimants who, while unable to prove color of
title, could demonstrate "claim of ownership" for more than thirty
years prior to passage of the act. Whatever the decision of the
district court in these disputed cases, the secretary of the interior
was to notify Congress of the court's decision and to make recommendations for compensation to the losing party. No compensation, however, was authorized in the Lenroot bill.
. With Wilson's approval, Lenroot's substitute bill was accepted
by Senators Jones, Borah, and LaFollette. The bill was immediately
forwarded to the House of Representatives where the Indian Affairs
Committee likewise approved it on 27 February. The house committee, however, .felt obliged to comment on the storm of propaganda that surrounded the Pueblo problem. "Nothing to compare
with it has heretofore been seen in connection with Indian legislation," the committee report read. "This propaganda has been
insidious, untruthful, and malicious and will result in great harm
to the Indians of this country if it is permitted to be continued."
On 28 February the Lenroot substitute passed the Senate under
the unanimous consent rule. Senator Jones, who had unsuccessfully
defended the right of the Indians to select an attorney to represent
them before the district court, attempted to insert such a provision
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on the floor of the Senate, but his motion was defeated. Otherwise
there was complete agreement on the bill's provisions.
On 3 March, the next-to-Iast-day of the Sixty-seventh Congress,
the Lemoot substitute was brought before the House of Representatives. Under the unanimous consent rule it was killed by an
obscure congressman from Kentucky who gave no reason for his
opposition. Thus, without Collier's knowledge that anything was
amiss, a bill to resolve the Pueblo dispute along lines totally unacceptable to him was narrowly defeated. His anger at being thus
outmaneuvered would prove to be deep and long lasting. His tenuous relationship with Wilson and the NMAIA would be severed
within a few months and his bright dream of a powerful national
organization would be permanently crippled. 18
Throughout the spring and summer of 1923 Collier's chief concern was the formation of the national organization through which
he hoped to force a total reform of federal Indian policy. At the
same time, he launched an investigation into Navajo affairs, challenged the Indian bureau's restrictions on Indian dances and religious ceremonials, and wrote several articles for Sunset and Survey
magazines. 19 In all these matters he was handicapped by the steadily widening gulf between himself and Francis Wilson over the
Pueblo situation. Not only was there the problem ofwhat Congress
might do when it reconvened in the fall; there was also the larger
consideration that a permanent split between the various antiBursum forces would play into the hands of the opposition and
stalemate the movement for other reforms that Collier was determined to realize. For months Collier uncharacteristically hesitated
to comment publicly upon the deficiencies in the Lemoot substitute bill for fear of alienating Wilson's supporters. Beneath the
surface calm, however, he. and Wilson carried on an increasingly
bitter correspondence. By summer they had become irrevocably
estranged, and by fall the always tenuous unity of the anti-Bursum
forces had been shattered.
The conflict between Collier and Wilson was a basic one that,
curiously enough, had never been exposed during their many months
of cooperation against the Bursum bill. For Collier, the Sandoval
decision in 1913 meant that all encroachments on Pueblo lands
since American occupation of the Southwe~t were illegal. If the
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federal government had performed its duties as guardian in the
proper manner, the Indians would never have lost any of their
land. Thus, whatever legislation was written to resolve the problem
would have to be based upon a presumption of Indian ownership.
The Bursum and Snyder bills were unacceptable because each
recognized non-Indian claims at the expense of the Pueblos.
Wilson and his supporters, on the other hand, believed that since
the federal courts had condoned the alienation of Pueblo lands
from 1876 until the Sandoval decision, the non-Indians who, in
good faith, had purchased Pueblo lands during this period had
rights that were as valid as those of the Indians. These rights, they
believed, should be recognized by statute. Their objection to the
Bursum bill, apart from its obviously inequitable provisions, was
that it had not required the non-Indian claimants to prove anything
more than simple possession of their lands. Wilson believed that
only those claimants who could prove "color of title" or "claim of
ownership" in addition to possession should be recognized as lawful
owners, but, unlike Collier, he did accept the primacy of these
claims. Perhaps because so much publicity was directed against
the more objectionable parts of the bill, this fundamental difference
between Collier and Wilson remained obscured.
During a face-to-face confrontation in Santa Fe in late March,
Collier and Wilson were unable to settle their differences. Following that meeting, Wilson prepared an extensive brief in which he
defended his support of the Lenroot bill by setting forth the differences between it and the Bursum bill. The Lenroot bill, he
wrote, omitted the potentIally dangerous extension of federal court
jurisdiction over the internal affairs of the Pueblos that the local
agents had long advocated. The jurisdiction of the state courts over
Indian lands and water rights had been rejected. The admission of
secondary evidence as proof of possession was eliminated. The
clause permitting non-Indian claimants to purchase Indian lands
with the approval of the secretary of the interior was also deleted.
As for the limitations clauses, which Collier so vehemently opposed, Wilson argued that "the attempt to make proof of possession
... confer title upon the non-Indian claimants is wholly destroyed
and defeated." Instead, the Lenroot bill contained two "true adverse title" provisions that required non-Indian claimants to prove
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either twenty years of adverse possession under "color of title" or
thirty years of adverse possession "with the claim of ownership."
He personally had advocated twenty-five and thirty-five years, but
the senate committee had not accepted this recommendation, In
any event, he concluded, the statute of limitations in the Lenroot
bill bore "no. resemblance to the pretended statute of limitations
in the Bursum and Snyder bills. "20
When Collier received his copy of Wilson's brief, he concluded
that "plainer language must be used" than he had employed during
their Santa Fe conference. "At Santa Fe, I did not wish to clash
with you, so I left unsaid what I now tell you," he wrote on April
13. At Santa Fe, Collier continued, Wilson had repeatedly insisted
that he had told Collier during their conversations in Washington
in early February that a "shift to a limitations policy was under
way. I replied that you certainly had not informed me and my
memory is borne out by the event, for I left Washington feeling
confident, and entered no protest against a change of policy, undertaken or contemplated, which I would have resisted to the
uttermost had I known of it. " Wilson, he now charged, had deliberately kept him in the dark to prevent the opposition that he knew
would result: "Your conduct must stand condemned. "21
Whether Wilson deceived Collier or whether Collier imagined
Wilson's duplicity to cover his own mistake at leaving Washington
early is not clear. Most likely a genuine difference ofopinion existed
between the two rrien that had never been made explicit during
their months of cooperation. But Collier was not content just to
charge Wilson with deception. He insisted upon indulging himself
in a gratuitous analysis of the motives that he believed had impelled
Wilson's "defection." Clearly, he wrote, Wilson had never conceived the Pueblos' plight as "a matter of fundamental social justice." As a lawyer, Wilson viewed the problem merely as a matter
requiring "an adequate technical legal defense." Wilson's adherence "to the real cause," Collier now realized, was never based on
principle but only upon his "appreciation of the legal accidents
which happened to work in favor of that cause." For this reason,
once Wilson became aware of the impact that an assertion of the
Indian claim would have on the "white settlers" and upon his political future, he had taken the easy way out by creating "a new
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legal synthesis, a new lot of legal sanctions, and a perfect feeling
of virtue behind the walls of a new ivory tower of legalism." In
retrospect, Collier could see how 'Wilson had viewed his approval
of the Lenroot bill as a simple choice between, on the one hand,
poor Indians who had "that curious tendency Indians have of evaporating out of all consciousness or ceasing to appear as persons at
all ! ! r' and their handful of true supporters; and, on the other, an
important political victory over Albert Fall that "was irresistible in
its appeal to your ... vanity shall I say?"As a result of Fairs "vicious
attack," Wilson had sought the help of Senators Lenroot and Jones.
When these men later asked for his cooperation in getting the
substitute bill through Congress, Wilson found himself unable "to
buck their opinion and wishes" and instead had embraced the compromise that could be "proclaimed as a Victory" in New Mexico.
Collier added: "I expect that incidents of this kind-on the part of
individuals and of groups as well-will be not. infrequent as the
full sweep of our effort goes ahead. They will mean difficulty but
not failure. For yourself .. . the issue is in no matter personal
between me and you; yet I must tell you 'that results for the Indians
are going to be paramount-quite ruthlessly so-in any controversy
ahead." He was carefully refraining from expressing such thoughts
in public, Collier warned, only because they would "hurt the cause
and give unholy joy to the Indian Office," but he would not shrink
from public controversy if Wilson persisted in his support for the
Lenroot bill. "Controversy is better than surrender, and when
waged it must be waged effectively. . . . You will find this analysis
painful to your self esteem," he concluded, "but I want to show
that I have not . . . implied that you are a knave or a fool."22
On 17 April 1923, Francis Wilson replied in kind. "I have neither
the time nor the inclination to answer the mud slinging orgy that
you have indulged in this time," he wrote. "As evidence against
you, your letters . '. . cannot be improved upon and so far as I am
concerned they will pass as proof out of your own mouth of your
undisciplined and unprincipled mind and temperament." There
was a "fundamental and unavoidable" difference between them that
he had not perceived earlier, Wilson wrote. Collier, he had discovered, was "instinctively and apparently fundamentally ... opposed to any orderly process of the law.,. . . No law could be
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passed that would be satisfactory to you because of your attitude
and frame of mind toward law in general . . . . Your egotism and
supreme belief in your own infallibility ... is such as to make
open minded discussion with you impossible and that, united with
the fundamental defect in your mental and moral makeup suggested
above, make any future attempt to clarify your mind a wholly
useless effort and a task certain to be fruitless. I shall go no farther
in the matter."23
As usual, Collier had the last word. On 22 April in the final
exchange of correspondence, he agreed with Wilson that the difference in their philosophical positions was indeed fundamental. _
"You accept the existing synthesis as being final ... and sacrosanct," he wrote, "I mean the existing business system with all its
legal apparatus." What he was fighting for, Collier said, was "a new
. synthesis ... a sociological synthesis ... a system more life giving
andjust."To achieve that end it would be necessary to demonstrate
unceasingly that the "present bureaucratic monopoly over the Indians" was "un-American and, in spirit at least, anti-constitutional."
Wilson, he was sure, would not subscribe to this view. 24
Following this exchange, Collier's New York supporters terminated their affiliation with Wilson, and he ceased to play an official
role in the Pueblo claims case. A final quarrel occurred when Wilson
submitted his bill for $4,984. Whether it was ever paid is not clear.
In a report to the AIDA board, Collier wrote that there had never
been any understanding as to Wilson's fee, but he considered Wilson's statement "excessive" as did Kate Vosburg and Mabel Dodge
who had contributed most of the $1,300 that Wilson had previously
been paid. Collier was particularly critical of Wilson's per diem
charge of $50 per day. He refused to endorse any payment for
Wilson's services after 8 February 1923, the day he had earlier
determined that Wilson had reversed "his instructions. "25
Following the break with Francis Wilson, Collier began the search
for a replacement. The choice eventually centered on A. A. Berle,
Jr., a member of the prestigious New York law firm of Rounds,
Hatch, Dillingham, and Debevoise. Berle was eminently qualified
for the task. A child prodigy who entered Harvard at age fourteen,
he received his bachelor's degree with honors three years later and
then went on to become the youngest graduate of the Harvard Law
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school at twenty one. Immediately after completing his legal studies, he entered the law office of Supreme Court Justice Louis
Brandeis and then joined the army when World War I broke out.
During the war he served in the military intelligence branch, Caribbean section, and afterwards was one of the experts chosen to
accompany President Woodrow Wilson to the Versailles peace negotiations. Quickly disillusioned by Wilson's many compromises,
he resigned in 1919, entered the firm of Rounds, Hatch, Dillingham, and Debevoise, and began to teach at the Harvard Law
school. As a result of his wartime work in the Dominican Republic,
Berle had become "quite familiar with old Spanish colonial law," a
prerequisite for anyone who hoped to draft legislation resolving
the Pueblo crisis. Through his mother who, prior to her marriage,
had been a missionary to the Sioux, he could' even claim a degree
of empathy with the Indians. Berle later recalled that Collier had
come to the firm seeking advice on the Pueblo problems. "Nobody
in the firm had much interest in it," he wrote, except himself, "so
I took a vacation." Hired in May 1923, he spent the summer researching the problem, and in August he joined Collier in New·
Mexico to get a close-up view of the situation. 26
Berle arrived in Santa Fe on 3 August and was immediately taken
in tow by Collier. Two days later he went to Taos to meet Mary
status
he acknowledged
Austin and Mabel Dodge, whose celebrity
I
in his diary by placing an exclamation point after her name. For
two hours they pored over a draft bill that Berle had prepared as
a substitute for the Lenroot bill, then agreed that an All Pueblo
Council should be convened at Santo Domingo on 25 August. In
the meanwhile BerIe, Collier, and Tony Luhan were to visit several
of the northern pueblos where they would confer with the local
councils. BerIe was also taken on a tour of some of the disputed
tracts. "It is no joke to evict the Mexicans," he noted in his diary;
"it goes against my grain to throw out a family whose land is tilled
and whose house is surrounded by hollyhocks and larkspur. No
help for it though. We must get them some compensation."
The members of the NMAIA were angered by Collier's convening of the All Pueblo Council without consulting them, and they
were not appeased when Berle unveiled the details of his bill to
them on 24 August. Essentially it called for the relinquishment of
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Indian title to certain areas that had long been occupied by nonIndians, but only ifcompensation was made for these losses. Other
agricultural lands might also be relinquished, with compensation,
but Berle's draft clearly stated that no lands should be taken from
the Pueblos without their consent. The bill also called for compensation to the non-Indian claimants who would be evicted from
their lands. 28
Immediately the NMAIA members protested. Berle's bill, they
argued, was "incomplete" and "unsound," for it promised the Pueblos more than they could legitimately expect to get and would leave
them dissatisfied and angIyNeither Collier nor 'Berle, however,
indicated a willingness to modify the draft. As a result, when the
council met the following day, both opposing white groups were
present as was the Indian bureau in the person of Nina Otero
Warren. 29
At the 25 August meeting, ninety-eight Pueblo delegates representing all the Pueblos assembled. Berle, Collier, Stella Atwood,
Tony Luhan, and Mary Austin were there for the AIDA; Margaret
McKittrick, Witter Bynner, and Alice Henderson represented the
NMAIA. The meeting opened with an explanation of Berle's bill.
As soon as Berle finished, McKittrick, spearheading what Berle
termed a "raid by the New Mexico Association," attempted to break
up the meeting. Pleading that Berle's bill did not "represent all
the associations interested in Indian Welfare" and that Collier had
"sprung" this meeting without consulting the other groups, she
asked the Pueblos not to take any action until a program on which
all could unite had been formulated. The delegates, however, permitted Collier to speak, and at the end of his defense they adopted
a set of resolutions that he had prepared. With this, the NMAIA
members stalked out of the assembly; and in Alice Henderson's
words, "the break that we tried to avert all summer, occurred. "30
The resolutions that the Pueblos adopted were lengthy and explicit. No land should be taken from the Pueblos without their
consent, and then only with compensation. The Pueblos would
agree to recognize the rights of non-Indians to several townsites,
church sites; cemeteries, and '~public service corporations," and
would agree to exclude them from litigation if compensation, equal
to their agricultural value, were paid. The federal government was
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to blame for the necessity of evicting other claimants and should
recognize its obligation to compensate them. The "peculiarly flagrant land seizures" that had taken place since statehood should
be "dealt with drastically and· at once." A law should be passed
making it a federal crime to encroach on Pueblo lands; the title to
Pueblo lands must be affirmed by a law that would deny the right
oCnon-Indians to claim them through the "adverse possession"
statutes of New Mexico territory. Where Spanish land grants overlappedthe Pueblo claims, Indian claims should be restored or
compensation should be made. Lastly, the delegates authorized the
AIDA and the Indian welfare committee of the GFWC to take the
necessary legal steps to protect their claims~ According to Collier,
all the delegates approved these resolutions except those from
Laguna who were not authorized to bind their people. 31 ..
Five days later the break with the NMAIA was made final at a
meeting of the association'sdirectors in Santa Fe. Francis Wilson
denounced Collier's high handed tactics, particularly the resolutions he had put before the delegates,. saying that unless they were
challenged their adoption would mean that only the AIDA and the
GFWC would be recognized as the Indians' benefactors. Such an
event, he protested, was ~'not fair to the Indians nor to us." By this
time, however, the die had been cast. Collier and Atwood, refusing
to meet with the New Mexico Association, left Santa Fe on 5 September for the "West via the Southern Pueblos. 32
Collier's role in the final drama of the Pueblo land dispute,
however, was I limited. Following a strenuous fall in· which he repeatedly criss-crossed the nation mobilizing opposition to the Lenroot substitute bill, convening Pueblo councils, and raising money,
he became ill in January on the eve of the new Congressional
session and returned to California where· he underwent surgery for
an unspecified illness in late March 1924. By the time he recovered
sufficiently to travel again, the Pueblo Lands Act had been hammered out in Washington. The primary responsibility for negotiating this settlement of the Pueblo problem fell to Berlewho, as
a result of his earlier work, was retained by the AIDA on a fulltime basis from December 1923 to June 1924. 33
. In mid-January 1924, Senator Charles Curtis, himselfan Indian,
was persuaded to introduce Berle~s bill into the Senate. It stated
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clearly the position of the AIDA: all lands· owned by the Pueblos
at the time American sovereignty was established in the Southwest
still belonged to them and could not bereliriquished without their
permission and payment of adequate compensation. Berle's argument was that the Pueblos, as wards of the government, had been
unfairly and illegally despoiled of their lands by the failure of their
guardian, the United States, to adequately protect their rights. The
questions of title and compensation were thereby squarely joined
in the rival Lenroot and Curtis bills. This time, however, the public
acrimony that accompanied the debate over the Bursum bill was
to be avoided. A sub-committee composed of the two New Mexico
senators, Bursum and Jones, with Alva Adams of Colorado as chairman, was created to meet with the opposing attorneys and charged
with responsibility for effecting a compromise. In the absence of
formal hearings, an understanding of what transpired in these confrontations is necessarily limited, but correspondence between Collier, Berle, and Adams during March and April 1924, the period
of the most intense negotiations, provides a glimpse of the most
important concessions and the arguments advanced for their acceptance. 34
The major debate centered on the applicability of the New Mexico territorial statutes of limitation to the disputed Pueblo lands.
In November 1923, Francis Wilson, now aligned with the antiCollier forces, had further revised the Lenroot bill by drafting a
new statutes of limitation clause. This clause ultimately became
sections 4a and 4b of the Pueblo Lands Act of 1924. According to
its provisions, all non-Indian claimants who could prove "open,
notorious, actual, exclusive, continuous, adverse possession" under
color of title from 6 January 1902 to the date of passage of the ~ct,
or similar possession "with claim of ownership but without color
of title" from 16 March 1889 to the date of passage of the act, were
to be given title to their claims and the Indian title voided. The
dates Wilson chose were those specified in the New Mexico territorial statutes oflimitation and their acceptance, he argued, would
legitimatize and protect the valid claims of non-Indian settlers. 35
Berle's response to the revised Lenroot bill was that its statutes
of limitation clause was unconstitutional on two counts. One, because the New Mexico statutes of limitation could never have run
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against the federal 'government in its capacity as guardian to' the
Pueblos, and two, because the inclusion of the statutes in the
Pueblo bill would create a retroactive right in the non-Indians.
Berle's argument impressed the senators enough that they notified
Commissioner Burke of the problem, thereby precipitating an investigation "to see if there is any merit in the contention that [Berle]
is advocating." Apparently there was. 36
The result of the debate on the statutes of limitation was that
they were incorporated into the Pueblo Lands Act exactly as drafted
by Wilson, but with the addition of two important qualifications.
One of these was that the non-Indian clajmants would also have to
demonstrate continuous payment of taxes on their lands from the
dates specified in sections 4a and 4b to the date of passage of the
act. The second was that the Pueblos, at any time prior to the
actual patenting of land to the non-Indians, could assert an independent claim in federal court based on "any existing right" they
might have prior to passage of the act; In effect, this second qualification removed the objection to the "retroactive" nature of the
statutes of limitation. 37
Having prOVided non-Indians with the possibility of establishing
a valid claim to their lands, the sub-committee then agreed that
the Pueblos and the "good faith" non-Indians who lost lands were
entitled to compensation from the federal government. The decisions on title and the determination of compensation values would
be made by a three-man Pueblo Lands Board. Non-Indians could
dispute the findings of the Lands Board in title matters in the
federal district court, and Pueblos could contest the compensation
awards in the same court. 38
Despite their absolute stance in defense of the Pueblos' claim to
all disputed land the year before, Collier and Berle now agreed to
support the amended bill. At least four reasons for their change of
mind emerge from the correspondence. One was their acceptance
of the facts of political life. Non-Indians and their political representatives would accept no legislative solution to the vexing land
problem that did not guarantee, as a minimum, the protection of
the territorial statutes of limitation. The only alternative to acceptance of the statutes would be a lengthy and costly court case
that the Pueblos, despite Collier's confidence in the federal courts,
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might lose. The second reason was the assurance of compensation
that had earlier been denied. A third reason was the strong belief
in the Collier camp that few, ifany, of the non-Indians would be
able to show continuous payment of taxes on lands they claimed.
Because of this belief, Collier and his supporters did not expect
the losses to the Pueblos to be serious. Lastly, it was believed that
the threat of an independent Pueblo suit would exert sufficient
pressure upon the Pueblo Lands Board to decide any doubtful
cases in favor of the Indians. 39
Once a bargain had been struck on the terms of the amended
bill, Bursum was permitted to take credit for its introduction, and
the Lenroot and Curtis bills were dropped. At the last moment a
hitch developed when the committee deleted the provision making
the Pueblo compensation awards binding on the federal government and instead substituted a provision making them merely a
"recommendation" to Congress. Berle, in consultation with the
hospitalized Collier, adamantly refused to accept the change. Advised by Senator Adams that Congress would not accept "a measure
which provides that the decision of any administrative board shall
be the equivalent of a conclusive judgment against the United
States," and that unless they dropped their opposition, "it is highly
unlikely that any bill affecting this subject will be passed," Collier
and Berle accepted defeat. "The denouement in the Pueblo land
situation is a bitter disappointment," Berle wrote Collier, but "I
have replied [to Senator Adams] that as between a bill which does
not provide a binding. award of compensation and no legislation at
all, we prefer nothing. "40
Then, through a direct appeal to the chairman of. the parent
Public Land Committee, E. F. Ladd, Berle saved the bill and the
compensation provision. With Ladd's approval, Berle hastily drafted
an amendment subjecting the compensation awards to review by
the federal district court but making the court's action binding
upon the federal government. This proved acceptable and the bill
sailed through both houses of Congress and was signed into law
on 7 June 1924 (43 Stat., 636).
In Collier's subsequent writings he focused on the defeat of the
first Bursum bill and said relatively little about the Pueblo Lands
Act or its implementation. Perhaps that is because most of the
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assumptions upon which he had based his acceptance of the act
proved false in the years that followed. Collier had expected to
influence appointments to the board to insure its sympathy to the
Pueblo position, but all his nominees were rejected. Most of the
board's decisions favored the settlers, and its compensation awards
were far less thil.ll those that had been expected. Many of its awards
to the Indians were later overturned in the district court, which
interpret~d the contiquous taX payment requirement for the nonIndians in such a way as to make it virtually inapplicable. By 1931
when the board completed its work, the Pueblos had lost many
acres of irrigated land for which they had been awarded very little
compensation. At that time Collier mounted a furious campaign in
both the courts and the Congress that succeeded only when he
became Indian commissioner if} 1933.... But that is another story.
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A NINETEENTH-CENTURY NEW MEXICO SCHISM
FRAY ANGELICO CHAVEZ

MOSTWRITINGSABOVT Archbishop John B. Lamy of Santa Fe, who
came to New Mexico in 1851, have made much of a "schism" the
noted Padre Antonio Jose Martinez of Taos organized some years
after the bishop's arrival. But Father Martinez had no such thing
in mind even if Lamy mistook the pa~re's attitude as being schismatic. 1 A real schism. did take place, however, in the southern
parishes of Belen and Tome sometime before Lamy came, when
the church i,n New Mexico was still under the jurisdiction of the
Mexican bishop of Durango, Don Jose Antonio Laureano Zubiria.
While this brief schism may be of minor importance, it does shed
light on the odd characters of the two priests who brought it about.
Because both of these priests occasionally break into the civil accounts of those times, a discussion of their backgrounds and activities serves to fill a gap in a significant period of New Mexico history.
One of these padres was a young fellow named Nicolas Valencia
whose incorrigible nature seems to have begun asserting itself from
the time of his arrival in New Mexico as an ordained priest, if not
before he left Durango. The other was Fray Benigno Cardenas, a
fugitive Franciscan from Mexico City, whose strange career is most
incredible. What lends futher interest to the affair is the part played
by New Mexico's territorial government, directly and indirectly,
following the American occupation of i846.
Padre Nicolas Valencia first appears in local church records in
February 1845 as the assistant priest at the vacant parish of Sandia,
then in the care of the pastor of Albuquerque. EVidently, he had
just arrived from Durango, and, not satisfied with his minor post
at the small Indian pueblo, he demanded a better one from Don
Juan Felipe Ortiz in Santa Fe, who was Bishop Zubirfa's vicar for
New Mexico. Vicar Ortiz curtly ordered Valencia to stay put in
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Sandia until the bishop himself, who would be visiting New Mexico
soon, made his own· decision. 2 This order was not the vicar's usual
. way of acting whenever newly ordained natives came home from
the Durango seminary; he was always most considerate in his dealings, like granting vacations with relatives before putting the new
appointees to work on his vicarial authority. This incident alone
makes one wonder whether Valencia was a New Mexico native, but
it is also a harbinger of things to come. Valencia never seems to
have gotten along with the local clergy in those early years, and
he may have had his troubles with Bishop Zubiria before being
sent north to New Mexico.
As to his origins, Valencia could well have been a native of New
Mexico's Rio Abajo where his family surnames, Valencia and Garcia,
abounded. The old town of Valencia owed its origins to a seventeenth-century pioneer settler of this name. That no child named
"Nicolas Valencia" appears in the baptismal records is inconclusive
evidence, since some of the Rio Abajo registers are no longer extant.
The only hint about his parentage appears many years later, when
the Jesuit pastor of Albuquerque noted on 5 February 1871 in the
house diary that he had buried at Los Ranchos de Atrisco the
mother of Padre Valencia, the latter lending his assistance at the
obsequies. Although the pastor did not mention the lady's name
at this time, according to the burial register as of 20 January 1871,
the only person buried in Atrisco was an Antonia Maria Garcia,
seventy-five years old, who must have been the padre's mother. 3
Yet her marriage to any male Val~ncia does not appear in any
records; hence the padre may have been born at EI Paso del Norte
or points further south in the Mexican republic, for some of the
Valencia and Garcia families had remained there instead of returning home with the Vargas resettlement of New Mexico in 1693. 4
This heritage could explain Padre Valencia's nonconformist ways
and his cold treatment by Vicar Ortiz, or his actions could have
been entirely due to his nature and not to birth and different
upbringing elsewhere. Santiago Valdez, in his unpublished biography of Padre Martinez of Taos, states that a Padre Valencia had
studied under him with other youths prior to their going to the
Durango seminary; but the fact he could not recall the fellow's first
name suggests that his memory was uncertain. 5
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Bishop Zubirfa arrived for his second Pastoral Visitation of New
Mexico in the spring of 1845. With him came three priests: Fray
Jose Mariano Lopez, a mature Franciscan who hoped to revive the
defunct Custody of his Order but was frustrated by his untimely
death, and Padres Jose Antonio Otero and Jose de Jesus Cabeza
de Baca. These last two were newly ordained natives, both from
outstanding Rio Abajo families, and notable because both were
innocent victims in the schism to come. What the bishop decided
about Padre Valencia at this time is unknown, except that the
latter's signed entries as an Albuquerque assistant continued until
May. The next one hears is that the bishop made him the temporary
pastor of Belen as of 15 August 1845. 6 Judging from what Zubirfa
wrote later, his appointment at Belen was a period of trial. His
ministerial entries run until July 1850, but not as the lawful pastor
during the latter part of this five-year period. From what one
gathers later on, Valencia must have soon begun displaying a penchant for acting independently as if the church's canons and his
bishop's regulations counted for nothing, causing grave divisions
among his parishioners as a result. These actions culminated in his
suspension by Zubirfa in 1848 on the grounds of insubordination,
through his vicar in Santa Fe.
An early indication of his independent character and activities
occurred in 1846, shortly after Gen. Stephen Watts Kearny took
over Santa Fe and all of New Mexico for the United States on 18
August. On the night of 29 August, wrote Lt. W. H. Emory, an
unnamed priest came to warn the general that a Mexican, Colonel
Ugarte, had left EI Paso del Norte with 500 regulars to help Gov.
Manuel Armijo repel the American troops. 7 Armijo, of course, had
fled the country before Kearny's army arrived. Emory's brief entry
suggests a great deal; the mysterious padre must have come from
the Rio Abajo to have such information, his sentiments differed
radically from those of the other clergy in the Rio Abajo, and, lastly,
he must have been Padre Nicolas Valencia. While all of the New
Mexico padres had passively accepted the sudden American occupation of their homeland, they had not· had sufficient time to
clarify their allegiance to Mexico with the new situation, as they
did sometime later. On the other hand, this nocturnal informant
had evidently made up his mind from the start, and for reasons of

Bishop Jose Antonio Laureano Zubiria of Durango, Mexico. Courtesy Museum
of New Mexico.
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his own" as revealed in another Emory passage in which he is also
nameless.
On 6 September while enroute to California with some of his
men, General Kearny happened to be the overnight guestof a Don
Jose Chaves at his hacienda of Los Padillas nprth of Belen. Before
breakfast, the honored guests were invited to attend a Mass in the
chapel where, wrote Lieutenant Emory,
the eccentric person we met at yesterday's dinner officiated. Priest,
fop, courtier, and, poet were curiously combined in one person.
Proud of his pure white hand, he flourished it incessa':ltly, sometimes
running his fingers through his hair, in imitation of some pretty
coquette, and ever and anon glancing in one of the many lookingglasses with which the church was decorated. After Mass, to our
. surprise, he delivered an eloquent discourse, eulogizing the grandeur, magnanimity, and justice of the United States. 8

The fellow must have arrived at the hacienda the evening before
in time f<;>r the evening meal and for the express purpose of meeting
the American. general again. Once more, over and above his quite
masterful description of a limp-wristed fop, Emory reveals a number of things. Evidently, this. padre was the same man who had
come to warn Kearny the week before, but whose features and
mannerisms the lieutepant had not been able to pick out during
that first visit in the dark of night. Clearly, the man's lavish praises
for the American republic echo the very sentiments that must have
prompted the earlier visit. The man's extremely effeminate mannerisins, and his possible homosexuality, indicate that this priest
could not have been any of the other Rio Abajo pastors. Research
and study of the manly characters of these other clergymen and
their sentiments reveal that this padre could not have been portly
old Padre Rafael Ortiz at Santo Domingo, the lively but' quite
masculine Padre Jose Manuel Gallegos ofAlbuquerque, Padres Jose
Antonio Otero at Sandia, Jose de Jesus C. de Baca at Tome, Fray
Jose Mariano Lopez at Isleta, or Jose Vicente. Chavez at Socorro.
The t~o very young priests, Otero and Cabeza de Baca, ,still harbored a staunch Mexican, patriotism from their. recent .scholastic
sojourn in Durango, while the decidedly older Padre Chavez was

40

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW 58;1

1983

a native of Puebla in Mexico who would soon be returning to his
native land. And old Franciscan Friar Lopez was a retiring person
who would soon pass away.
One wonders then if Valencia's effeminate attributes contributed
to his incorrigible nature as well as caused his previous troubles
with Bishop Zubiria and Vicar Ortiz, even though only charges of
insubordination were brought up. What helps tie the knot of certainty for these suppositions is Bishop Zubiria's final statement of
1850, when he wrote that the "civil change" in government had
sparked Valencia's open rebellion. By February 1848, his seditious
conduct at Belen had come to a climax. The parish registers and
a later statement by the bishop indicate that Vicar Ortiz had, in
his name, suspended Valencia of all his priestly faculties on 25
February. This suspension; however, had not fazed Valencia, who
contumaciously remained in possession of the Belen parish by getting the local magistrate to support him against Padre Otero, whom
the bishop had appointed as legal pastor of the parish. 9
These actions bore all the elements of a schism. Zubiria tried to
clarifY the problems in a letter that he wrote to Valencia and that
Vicar Ortiz duly remitted to all the pastors on 12 September 1848:
To the ingrate and wayward Presbitero Don Nicolas Valencia, his
sorrowing Father, the Bishop of Durango, salud in the Lord. I say
in the Lord, but what salud coming from heaven's height can reach
or fit into the wretched heart of a Catholic priest who has willingly
separated himself from the obedience of his diocesan shepherd, and,
in opposition to it, persists in making sacrilegious use of faculties
he no longer possesses for celebrating the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass,
and much less for administering the Sacraments to a people which
through his fault has rebelled against the principles of the Catholic
Religion, has consequently separated itself from the bosom of the
Holy Catholic Apostolic and Roman Church? Poor son, wretched
son: in that way there can be no salud for you from heaven, nor for
any person whatsoever who from your hand has been receiving in
vain the absolutions of sins by way of the confessional, and seeing
the vain authorization of their weddings which, witnessed by an
illegitimate minister, are nothing else than public concubinages that
multiply scandals, and whereby the bad state of consciences is worsened through those unfortunates occurring to you-and which you
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yourself incur, finally losing your soul and heaven even if in this life
you should come to own the whole world. Return to your senses,
son, for there must still be the opportunity for mercy when merited
through sufficient proofs of emendation. 10
Evidently, this touching admixture of paternal pleas and threats,
and other such letters that the bishop mentions having written to
him, made little or no impression on Valencia; he persisted in his
contumacy. Matters were to become much worse with the arrival
of a kindred spirit about a year later.
On 6 September 1849, Vicar Ortiz sent out a warning to all the
Rio Abajo pastors. In the past months of July or August, he wrote,
a certain Fray Benigno Cardenas, a friar of the Holy Gospel Province in Mexico City, had arrived. This priest was under suspension
and shorn of all his sacerdotal faculties by his Minister Provincial
for being an "apostate" (a Franciscan term for a fugitive from the
Order). His major superiors had now written to Ortiz, requesting
him to prevent the culprit from administering the sacraments and,
ifit were possible, to have him arrested and returned to his religious
community in Mexico City. Nevertheless,· Ortiz co.ntinued, this
padre had already taken possession of the parish of Tome with the
help of the town magistrate of Valencia, who then informed the
cum propio (permanent pastor) about his decision. The latter, Padre
Jose de Jesus Baca, had then left Tome in order to report the matter
to the authorities in Santa Fe. 11 Eventually apprized of the affair,
Bishop Zubiria in Durango dispatched a similar warning to the
New Mexico clergy, saying that he had sent a notice to Cardenas,
ordering him to leave New Mexico as of 30 November 1849 and to
return to his regular prelates. "This Apostate Franciscan Religious,"
Zubiria wrote, had furtively introduced himself into his diocese
with forged papers from some bishop; adding crime upon crime,
he also had the affront to despise another edict. of Zubiria's on 12
December. Therefore, he was an excommunicatus vitandus (an
excommunicate to be avoided), and all those who adhered to him
came under the same penalty. 12 Of course, these orders fell on deaf
ears. New Mexico was now American territory, and neither the
provincial's request for Cardenas'sarrest nor Zubiria's orders for
him to leave had any force.
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Another account of the activities of Cardenas prior to his coming
to New Mexico appeared thirty years later in La Revista Catolica,
a Jesuit weekly printed in Las Vegas, but this account has to be
apocryphal considering what his superiors had written to Vicar
Ortiz. This Cardenas, the journal stated, had once been the secretary of the bishop of Guadalajara before leaving his Order. After
having committed adultery, and then murder, the story continued,
he had been suspended and excommunicated by the bishop of
Guadalajara in 1852. 13 This date is obviously wrong, and Cardenas's
connections with the prelate of 'Guadalajara (who was an archbishop) are not consonant with what his superiors wrote to Ortiz
about his having left the Holy Gospel Province as an "apostate."
Moreover, the Franciscan Province where Guadalajara was situated
was the distinct one of 5ts. Peter and Paul in Jalisco. Nor was
Cardenas a man of violence or a womanizer. This evidence shows
the falseness of the account in La Revista Cat61ica and how much
oral tradition within three decades can evolve beyond actual fact.
In a letter Cardenas wrote three years later in 1853, he stated
that, after leaving his religious community, he had vainly inquired
from learned persons in Culiacan, and afterward from theologians
in different Mexican dioceses, about points of doctrine that bothered him. 14 But, according to Zubirfa, he also used forged papers
in passing from one diocese to another. While Cardenas's declaration about his doctrinal doubts seems apparent in his later orthodox preaching and actions, his actions also suggest that he, a
much ~etter educated man than Nicolas Valencia was, shared Valencia'[s nonconformist spirit concerning church canons and the
reguldtions of their religious superiors.
500h after Cardenas had reached Tome in the late summer of
1849 and impressed the Valencia magistrate with his glib talk and
captivating personality, he found a congenitally wayward twin in
the less sophisticated Padre Valencia at Belen, a parish situated
diagonally across the Rio Grande from Tome. Just as Valencia had
illegally stayed on in Belen as pastor by getting the local civil
authorities to eject Padre Otero, whom Bishop Zubirfa had appointed as its cura propio, Cardenas now ousted Tome's rightful
pastor, Padre Cabeza de Baca, and took complete charge;15 The
combined Belen-Tome schism then began in earnest.
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. Since the suspension of Valencia the year before, Vicar Ortiz in
Santa Fe had found himself with an unsolvable problem on his
hands. The advent of Clirdenas doubled his woes. The chiefproblem maker, because of its unwarranted interference; was·the new
American civil government in the capital. Anglo civil governors
like Col. John M. Washington (1848-49) and Col. John Monroe
(1849-51) were not so'much to blame, however; they seemed to
have looked on passively. Instead, a pair of native Hispanic major
officials seemed to be the culprits. One was Donaciano Vigil, who
had succeeded Charles Bent, murdered at Taos in January of 1847,
as acting and then actual governor (1847-48).16 The other was Antonio Jose Otero (a.firstcousin and almost namesake of young Padre
Otero) whom General Kearny had appointed in 1846 as one of New
Mexico's th(ee supreme justices. 17 .
Unfortunately, Governor Vigil and Justice Otero still Jabored
under the mistaken impression, as did the magistrates of Belen
and Tomt\ that civil officials could interfere in internal church
affairs. This alleged practice had continued during Spain's churchstate role in New Mexico for 236 years, and evenin the last thirtyfive years ofa supposedly secular and republican government under
. Mexico. First, following Vicar Ortiz's suspension of Padre Valencia
in 1848, Governor Vigil. had countered by suspending him from
his vicarial office. The governor made this decision after consulting
Padre Martinez ofTaos , who was looked upon as an expert on canon
and civil law, but who also suffered from the same wrong ideas
regarding' the separation of church and state., Besides, Martinez
found a chance to get at Vicar Ortiz, whose vicarial position he had
always envied or resented; he advised Vigil that such ecclesiastical
censures no longer held under the new American government. 18
Then; after the Belen-Tome schism had started, Justice Otero, a
native of that area, ruled in favor of Valencia and Cardenas, also
concurring with the local magistrates in ousting and even persecuting the.lawful pastors, Padres Otero and Cabeza de Baca. On
17 September 1849, the latter had written to Vicar Ortiz" asking
to say Mass in private homes of Tome because the schismatic Cardenaswas in full possession of the church. 19
All this while, Vicar Ortiz had kept pleading in vain at governmental headquarters in Santa Fe, complaints that eventually reached
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Congress in Washington. An undated draft of a letter, apparently
from the vicar to New Mexico's governor, states that Cardenas had
unlawfully appropriated the chapel of Valencia in the Tome parish,
an act accomplished through the machinations of the town's magistrate to the exclusion of Padre Baca, the rightful pastor. 20 Vigil
was no longer governor, but Justice Otero was still in power and
working with the schismatics against Vigil. Since governors Washington and Monroe were strictly career soldiers, they could have
been ignorant of American civil law regarding the separation of
church and state and held themselves aloof from the controversy;
or, as Anglo Saxon Protestants, they perhaps derived pleasure from
the turmoil going on among the Mexican Catholics. In the end,
only through the vociferous efforts of an American named Richard
J. Weightman, a fearless if controversial lawyer of those times, was
Vicar Ortiz able to end the schism. 21 Now he replaced Valencia at
Belen with another young native, Padre Rafael Chaves, and at Tome
he restored Padre Cabeza de Baca.
Nonetheless, Valencia, though a maverick and not an official
churchman, continued ministering to .his followers in the Belen
area and even as far south as Socorro. Cardenas, very likely because
he was not an American citizen or for other unknown reasons, was
either expelled from New Mexico, or he found it best to leave the
region. But the damage that their schism had done still weighed
heavily on the mind of Bishop Zubiria on this third and last Pastoral
Visitation of New Mexico in 1850.
Toward the end of his visitation on 8 November, he wrote about
the nullity of the Beien marriages that Valencia had performed.
One day later he declared .that Valencia, besides lacking the faculties to do so, had married couples despite serious impediments. 22 On the same day, he entered a 'long declaration in the
Belen marriage book stating that the parish had suffered the gravest
misfortune at the hands of a "schismatic," Nicolas Valencia, who,
having been placed there temporarily in 1845, had afterward in
1848 refused to surrender the parish to Padre Otero when the
latter had been appointed as its cum propio by virtue of a concurso
(written test). Valencia had persisted in administering the parish
by availing himself of "the civil change in the land" and by means
of the "irreligious backing" provided by misguided persons within
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and outside the district (the local magistrates and Justice Otero).
Moreover, Valencia had "with open contumacy" refused to obey
the paternal letters the bishop had sent him from Durango. Valencia
had gone to such extremes as to snub "the suspension in tatum,"
which on 25 February 1848 his vicar had imposed on him, and thus
he continued marrying people whose serious impediments were of
the first order. The bishop commanded Valencia's successors to
revalidate such marriages and cross out their previous records in
the marriage book. (Padre Rafael Chaves also crossed out the baptisms, which, while illegal, were nonetheless valid.)23
On 13 November, while stopping at San Antonio in the Socorro
parish on his return to Durango, the bishop again wrote about the
invalid marriages the "wretched priests" Cardenas and Valencia had
performed and repeated what he had said about the latter in his
previous statement at Belen. In addition, he ordered the pastors
of Socorro, Belen, Tome, Isleta, and Albuquerque to rectifY said
marriages. While at EI Paso del Norte on 6 December, he wrote
the particulars concerning the strange misadventures of Fray Benigno Cardenas. 24
Although Padre Valencia continued ministering as a suspended
priest to a number of misguided folk in the Belen and Socorro
areas, nothing further is known about him until two years later at
the start of 1852. In the meantime, New Mexico had been made
a Vicariate Apostolic with Santa Fe's first resident prelate, Bishop
Lamy, who arrived on 9 August 1851 with his vicar and very close
friend, Joseph P. Machebeuf. Sometime in September, Lamy left
for Durango to consult with his Mexican predecessor, Zubiria, on
the limits of his jurisdiction, and he was back in Santa Fe by 10
January 1852. At this time he accepted the services of Padre Valencia, who had evidently insinuated himself into the good graces
of Vicar Machebeuf. Lamy assigned Valencia to the pueblo parish
of San Felipe, a strange action since Lamy was employing a former
schismatic still under his predecessor's suspension.
This decision is all the more bafHing when one considers what
had happened to Lamy just a' few weeks before. Sometime in
November 1851, while on his return trip from Durango, he had
stopped at Fort Franklin in the Texas EI Paso district to visit with
American troops. Here he had run into Cardenas, whose glib talk
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and engaging ways must have been such that the bishop readily
accepted his services. When they reached Socorro, however, Padre
Otero told Lamy about his new friend's heretical character and the
schism the fellow had created at Tome two years before. Lamy
dropped Cardenas forthwith. 25
This means that Cardenas had lingered on in the Texas El Paso
region after leaving New Mexico. If Cardenas's testimony is exact
or true, it must have been after this encounter with Lamy that
Bishop Zubirfa had him ejected from Socorro del Paso through an
American justice named White. Cardenas then went all the way
to Rome to request a decree of secularization (to function as a
secular priest) from the pope. These details are recorded in a letter
he wrote from London on 15 January 1853 to Padre Jose Manuel
Gallegos of Albuquerque. 26 (Cardenas did not know that Bishop
Lamy had suspended Gallegos in absentia on 5 December, after
Gallegos made a trip to Durango in September, and had given the
Albuquerque parish to Machebeuf. Gallegos was still in Durango
when Cardenas wrote and would not be back until 1 March. )27
Cardenas also wrote that his plea for secularization had been a
formality to clear his good name since he intended to continue
functioning outside the Catholic Church. After the pope had acceded
to Cardenas's request and he had been absolved by the minister
general of the Franciscan Order, he had been recommended in
the same papal decree to serve under Bishop Lamy of New Mexico.
But, Cardenas added, Bishop Lamy had made the people of New
Mexico believe that Cardenas was an excommunicate and had abjured the Catholic faith. Cardenas told Gallegos that he expected
to be back in New Mexico by Mayor June, and the tenor of the
letter indicates that he expected to convert Gallegos to his views
and recruit his help.28 This letter shows that Cardenas was a congenital liar and muddled facts and dates, not to mention his motives. Any such papal decree in his favor made the Franciscan
general's absolution superfluous, and his meeting with Lamy had
taken place before he went to Europe.
But the article in the Revista contains a different version. Cardenas had indeed gone to Rome in order to seek secularization
from Pope Pius IX, who first referred him to the Franciscan minister general, who had already learned about Cardenas's escapades
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in the New World from his superiors in Mexico City. The minister
general placed Cardenas in a house of correction for six months,
but he kept writing to the pope without signs of repentance. Hence,
the pope ordered the minister general to dismiss Cardenas from
the order and to give him up as a lost cause. 29 This account seems
to be the more correct version of Cardenas's sojourn in Rome.
Next, the account in the Revista continues, Cardenas went to
France, and in Paris he presented himself before the Empress
Eugenie, the pious Spanish consort of Napoleon III. Posing as a
poor missionary from New Mexico, he wangled the sum of two
thousand francs from their imperial majesties. 30 Cardenas's actions
in Paris are partially corroborated in his letter to Gallegos, in which
Cardenas stated that, after having written to Gallegos from Rome
on 15 October 1852 telling him about seeing the pope and the
minister general, he had written to Gallegos again from Paris in
December. 31 But a more detailed corroboration is furnished by
Bishop Lamy's vicar, Machebeuf, who visited the Empress Eugenie
on a similar begging mission, she told him of the previous one by
"un malheureux Pere Franciscain du Mexique. "32 The Revista article
also mentions this account by Machebeuf.
From Paris, Cardenas went to London, where he wrote Gallegos
on 15 January 1853. According to the Revista, while in London
Cardenas asked the Anglicans to accept him as their minister, but
he was turned down. Then he tried the Methodists, who gladly
received him and ordained him as their apostle to New Mexico,
also providing him with the tidy sum of $3000. 33 It is not clear if
Padre Gallegos; while in faraway Durango, received the three letters Cardenas sent from Rome, Paris, and London. Perhaps they
were waiting for him upon his return to Albuquerque in March.
What is clear is that Gallegos found himself suspended and deprived of his parish by Bishop L~my, and he returned to Durango
to enlist the aid of Bishop Zubiria. Finding no resolution to his
problems there, he returned home that summer and pl~mged into
politics with his eye on the position of New Mexico's deputy to
Congress. Immediately his opposing faction, with the Santa Fe
Gazette editor as its spokesman, introduced the religious issue in
order to get the Catholic vote. They championed Bishop Lamy as
a symbol of law and order and argued that the bishop had been
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maligned and persecuted by evil native priests among whom Gallegos was the worst. 34 At the start of this bitter fall campaign the
Gazette editor got hold of Cardenas's letter of 15 January. The 3
September issue of the Gazette published the Spanish text of the
letter in smallest type while giving the impression in larger type
that the infamous Cardenas was thereby backing Gallegos in his
bid for Congress. While this ruse did not work at that time, later
historians have been misled, ·neglecting to read the letter that
included only the writer's religious adventures. 35
Cardenas, in his new role as an ordained Protestant minister,
was back in New Mexico by August of 1853. He had boldly preached
a religious discourse in front of the Santa Fe cathedral, meant also
as an affront to Bishop Lamy for having dropped him like a poisonous toadstool at Socorro more than two years before. But the
Gazette editor now made Cardenas look as though he were campaigning for Gallegos by publishing that 1 January letter from London. 36 No evidence exists, however, that Gallegos and Cardenas
had joined forces in any way, much less in religious matters, since
Gallegos, although out of the ministry because of Lamy's suspension, had not abandoned his Catholic faith.
Asimilar tricky attack on Gallegos took place later when Cardenas
advertised his second public discourse in the pages of the Gazette.
Captioned "Notice to People of Santa Fe and the Territory," the
advertisement announced that the "Missionary Benigno Cardenas"
was to preach on the true meaning of the Eucharist at the Portal
of the Palace on Sunday, 4 December. In accepting the advertisement, the editor used the occasion for another unjust attack. Declaring that Cardenas's change of religion was neither a gain for
Protestantism nor a loss to Catholicism, he implied that this criticism was also applicable to Gallegos if he made a similar change. 37
Later, the Revista writer notes, Cardenas returned to New Mexico and established himself at Peralta (in the Tome parish), but his
influence was confined to a few families who in 1882 still adhered
to his tenets. Cardenas also had extended his efforts to Los Jarales
(Belen parish) and south to Socorro, but he left few tracks. In 1854
he began ministering under a different identity in the Valencia
chapel. Since 1850, he had abandoned Catholic ritual and preached
heresy, forming a little "reformed" church with his followers. 38 The
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Revista writer is obviously wrong about the date and in claiming
that the Valencia chapel was built in 1849. He also is incorrect in
saying that Cardenas in 1850 had preached an anti-Catholic sermon
in the Tome courthouse. Obviously, a thirty-year tradition had
transferred to Tome an incident that had happened in Socorro after
Cardenas returned in 1853. Actually, as W. W. H. Davis writes in
El Gringo, following Cardenas's return some Anglo-American lawyers holding court in Socorro invited him to preside during that
week. In the courthouse one evening he held a religious service
in Spanish. The lawyers provided the choir by singing English
hymns, while the congregation, consisting mostly of Mexicans, looked
confusedly on. 39
El Gringo includes two other pertinent passages concerning Cardenas's preaching. Davis mentions that Gov. David Merriwether
(elected in 1853) had made the acquaintance of one Cardenas, a
former Catholic priest who was now a Protestant preacher. Cardenas had impressed the governor as a man of learning and considerable ability who at one time had held a high position in the
church. Now he was laboring as a Methodist missionary in the
south where he had gathered a small flock; some years before he
had a falling out with Mexican Bishop Zubiria who, for a real or
pretended cause, had placed him beyond the pale of the church.
To obtain justice, Cardenas had sought redress in Rome, and, after
having been examined by the pope and his advisors, he had not
only been reinstated, but had also been furnished with documentary proofs that he exhibited upon his return to America. He had
decided not to remain in the church, however, because his religious
views had changed in the meantime; His one object in going to
Rome, in fact, had been to clear his name and standing before
being accepted into another religion. 40
This account must have been what Cardenas told Governor Merriwether, and it echoes the Gallegos letter with its typically involved statements. But it also conjures up the glib tongue and
engaging personality that had previously impressed the Tome magistrates, Justice Otero, and later Bishop Lamy. All in all, Cardenas
was a strange fellow who may have been psychopathic. But the
most interesting, perhaps the most incredible, phase of Cardenas's
erratic life took place the following year.
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In 1855, says the Revista writer, Cardenas fell gravely ill at
Peralta when believers tried in vain to bring him back into the
Catholic Church. One day an unclean animal (a hog?) entered his
bedroom, grabbed him by a foot; and dragged him outside the
house, all in view of the persons attending him. In his fright he
started invoking the holy names ofJesus, Mary, and Joseph while
also crying out: "It's the Devil!" Sometime later, recovered from
his illness as well as humbly repentant, he went to Albuquerque
and threw himself at the feet of Vicar Machebeuf, begging to be
reconciled with the church. Machebeuf and his assistant, Father
Guerin, joyfully received the prodigal son and notified Bishop Lamy
in Santa Fe, who then sent his vicar the necessary faculties for
absolving Cardenas. Machebeuf did so on a Sunday before all the
faithful gathered for Mass. While Cardenas knelt before the altar
steps, his clothing pulled down to bare his shoulders; Machebeuf
laid lashes on them "according to the ritual." Then Cardenas was
vested with his cassock, after which he gave a moving discourse in
which he confessed that, while preaching Protestant doctrine, he
knew all the while that he had been teaching error. After some
days he returned to Peralta to do the same thing in the theater of
his crimes, but it had no effect on those few whom he had perverted
in that place. 41
While this biased account seems outlandish and almost beyond
belief, Davis refers to the same incident in a footnote to his passage
on Merriwether's encounter with Cardenas. Davis relates that Cardenashad returned to the church and had recanted his Protestant
heresies at Albuquerque on 24 February 1856. There he had been
compelled to suffer the humiliation of receiving several lashes on
his back, covered only by his shirt, and which were laid on him
by the hands of the vicario [Machebeu£]. 42
Cardenas's conversion was most sincere, the Revista continues.
After spending three months in Bishop Lamy's house in Santa Fe,
displaying every mark of true repentance, he went to Havana,
Cuba, where· he was taken back by his Franciscan brethren and
spent the last four years of his life doing penance. 43 ~vidence is
missing for these last years in Cuba, but the sudden conversion
followed by the odd penitential rite in Albuquerque is corroborated
in Davis. As for the incident with the unclean animal at Peralta,
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the Revista writer opined that· the story could be true or false, but
that it was being told by good witnesses and had never been questioned. 44 All in all, one can say that Cardenas had not been an evil
man per se, nor a violent man .by nature, or a womanizer. He was
more likely what one might call a show-off confidence man whose
impulses were beyond his control.
Meanwhile Padre Nicohis Valencia, who had been shoved into
the background, continued in the good graces of Bishop Lamyand
Vicar Machebeuf. But his final years, even if not as strange as those
of Cardenas, touched upon local history in a small but significant
way. Ironically enough, Lamy had sent him to Socorro in April of
1853 to succeed Padre Jose Antonio Otero, the very priest whom
Valencia had chased out of Belen in his initial schism of 1848. 45
Padres Otero and Cabeza de Baca of Tome had left their respective
parishes toward the end of March 1853 and had gone south to offer
their services, to Bishop Zubiria in Mexico, fed up with a civil
government that had countenanced the illegal actions of Judge
Otero in backing the Valencia-Cardenas schism .and disgruntled
with a church regime that had taken Valencia to its bosom. 46 Judging
from a few archival notations, some of which are suspect as to their
accuracy, Valencia stayed in Socorro as pastor for five years. 47 Not
open to question, however, is his historic ministration of the last
rites and Christian burial to ex-Gov. Manuel Armijo on 20 January
1854. Armijo was the very man who, in August 1846, had failed to
engage General Kearny's American for'ces and had fled south to
Mexic(}-shortly before Valencia, if the supposition presented here
is correct, had gone to warn Kearny about Mexican Colonel Ugarte's
having left EI Paso del Norte to back Armijo.48
Valencia's signed entries next appear in the Jemez mission books
from February 1856 until August 1864. An archival notation tersely
states that Lamy suspended Valencia on 3 September 1864, but
the reasons for the suspension are not given. 49 From Jemez on 30
December 1865, while perhaps still under suspension, he wrote
.to a Santa Fe newspaper that the Jemez Indians had successfully
routed a raiding party of Navajos. 50 By the following'year he was
again in charge of th~ Jemez missions, and he served from November 1866 until November 1870, evidently having reinstated by his
old friend Bishop Lamy. 51 As already shown, he was in Albuquerque
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for his mother's funeral at Atrisco on 5 February 1871, when the
Jesuit pastor wrote that he himself had gone there "for the almost
solemn burial [a liturgical sarcasm referring to Valencia's assistance]
of the deceased mother of Padre Valencia, who has only paid the
graveyard fees, and as a sign of gratitude has given us a slaughtered
hog. "52
Was he again under suspension at this time? The same Jesuit
source refers to him as the "ex-priest" who passed through town
with some cattle on 15 March 1872. Then, on 10 April 1873 he is
mentioned as having assisted the Jesuit fathers with the ceremonies
of Holy Thursday. Finally, he is mentioned in passing in June 1875
as the priest at the village of Valencia. 53 This evidence indicates
that he had been coming under Lamy's suspension off and on for
the past ten years, but for reasons that must not have been too
radical. A reasoned guess is that he had been engaging overmuch
in the livestock business, as noted in the transactions above. At
this period Bishop Lamy had threatened all clergy with suspension,
including his fellow Frenchmen, if they engaged in ranching and
other kinds of commercial ventures. 54
One archival notation reveals that Valencia died in 1885 at La
Posta del Rio Puerco in the Jemez region, but it does not say
whether he was in disfavor at the time. As late as forty years ago,
a tradition existed in Jemez country that he had married and lived
on as a cattle rancher in the Cabez6n area of the Rio Puerco. This
tradition suggests that he had left the ministry, but, if so, one can
safely presume that he had not married and that the local folk had
mistaken the woman who kept house for him as his wife. He was
up in years by then, and he was definitely not the marrying kind.
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NEWS NOTES
The New Mexico Committee for the Promotion of History seeks to increase
interest in historical studies in the schools and in the community. If you would
like to receive the committee's newsletter, please send your name, address,
occupation, and area ofhistoricahnterest to Marc Simmons, Chairman, NMCPH,
Box 51, Cerrillos, N. Mex. 87010.·
Century: A Southwest Journal of Observation and Opinion is published twice
a month. A one-year subscription is available for $19.50. For further information,
write to Box 709, Albuquerque 87103.
The Old Santa Fe Association has announced an Acequia Beautification Award
of $500 to be given to the individual, business, neighborhood group, or organization that improves an area of an acequia within the city limits of Santa Fe. For
information, orto enter the contest, contact John Conron or Howard D. Haynes,
Old Santa Fe Association, 80 E. San Francisco, Suite 6, Santa Fe 87501, or call
(505) 982-1242.
In April 1982 the New Mexico Folklore Society published its fiftieth anniversary
volume of the New Mexico Folklore Record. The 1983 meeting of the society will
be held in Albuquerque. Details may be obtained from Mrs. Frances J. Baughman,
Secretary/Treasurer, 616 Vassar NE; Albuquerque 87106.
The Fall 1982 issue of La Junta: The New Mexico Journal for the Social Studies,
includes an article by Nancy Brown, office manager of the NMHR, explaining
how the NMHR can help teachers. La Junta, published at Eastern New Mexico
University, focuses on teaching about New Mexico and the Southwest. A one-year
membership in the New Mexico Council for the Social Studies is $5.00 and
includes a subscription to the journal and two newsletters per year. Memberships
are available from Betty Waugh, 12409 View Court NE, Albuquerque 87112.
The editor and the Editorial Board of the Review have decided to honor the
outstanding essay published annually in the journal. David J. Weber's essay
"American Westward Expansion and the Breakdown of Relations between Pobladores and 'Indios Btirbaros' on Mexico's Far Northern Frontier, 1821-1846"
Guly 1981) was selected as the best article appearing between July 1981 and April
1982. Congratulations to Professor Weber for his outstanding essay.

CONFERENCE NEWS
Regional contests for National History Day will be held at Hobbs, Portales,
Gallup, Silver City, Las Cruces, and Albuquerque, with the annual state contest
scheduled to take place atthe College ofthe Southwest, Hobbs, N. Mex., 23
April 1983. State winners will go to the national finals in Washington, D.C. The
theme for History Day 1983 is "Turning Points in History: People, Events, and
Ideas that Have Changed History." Students from grades 6 through 12 are encouraged to enter their history papers, projects, performances, and audio-visual
presentations in the contest. For more information, contact Dr. Lynette Oshima,
Mesa Vista 3033, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque 87131, or call 2774115.
The New Mexico Association of Museums will hold its annual conference in
Roswell, 21-22 April 1983, at the Roswell Art Museum. For additional information,
write to Holly Chaffee, New Mexico Association of Museums, P.O. Box 5746,
Santa Fe 87501.
The Western Social Science Association will hold its annual meeting 27-30 April
1983 at the Albuquerque Hilton. As part of the program, the Center for Land
Grant Studies and the New Mexico Historical Review will sponsor a conference
on "Land and Water in New Mexico." The conference, funded by. a grant from
the New Mexico Humanities Council, will be held 29-30 April, and will be free
and open to the public. For additional information, contact the NMHR office,
1013 Mesa Vista Hall, UNM, Albuquerque 87131, or call 277-5839.
The 1983 annual meeting of the New Mexico Historical Society will be held in
Albuquerque, 12-15 May, at the Sheraton Old Town Inn. The conference will
include sessions on a variety of interesting topics, a book exhibit, a social hour,
a banquet, and the history awards assembly. Other highlights will be the rare
book and New Mexicana auction, an autograph party for the society's new publications, and historic tours ofAlbuquerque. Write to Spencer Wilson, Humanities
Department, New Mexico Institute of Mining and Technology, Socorro, N. Mex.
87801.

"THANK YOU FOR MY BONES": CONNECTIONS
BETWEEN CONTEMPORARY WOMEN ARTISTS AND
THE TRADITIONAL ARTS OF THEIR FOREMOTHERS
VERA L.

NORWOOD

FROM SAPPHO ONWARD, the evaluation of women's achievement
in the arts has been problematic and subject to intense debate.
For some, women's art is important only to the extent that it fits
Anglo-European aesthetic standards of "high" art. l For others, folk
and domestic art is of crucial importance to any evaluation of women's creativity. 2 This paper is a studyof the ways in which a group
ofcontemporary women artists and writers working in the American
West have used the less valued forms of ~erbal artistry such as
lullabyes and gossip, and of needlework such as embroidery and
quilting, in the more traditionally valued art forms of written lit'
erature, painting, and photography.
Folk and domestic art forms are often viewed by these modern
women as inheritances from the past that provide a means of connecting with their forebears. Texas poet Jan Seale provides a clear
beginning point from which to study this connecting process. Seale
has written eloquently of her grandmother's life in "Pearl Bell
Pittman: 1888-1976."3 The poet offers a picture of a woman's life
on the frontier by recounting bits of stories Pearl Pittman told her
and by describing artifacts from, Pittman's life:
I want to pick through the homestead
,
,
in the Indian Territory
for corset 'stays, sachet bags,
her churn lid, next year's dahlia bulbs.

The poem is not particularly sentimental or nostalgic. Seale is very
careful to point out the connections between the hard life her
0028-6206/83/0100-0057 $2.20/0
© Regents, University of New Mexico
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grandmother has lived and her death: "Now my Amazon grandmother / lies a great broken continent, / a land over-grazed."
It is important that' the life presented is not romanticized, for
the author is giving a credibility to that life on its own terms, and
she is acknowledging her debts. The concluding stanzas to the poem
express the connection the artist feels between herself and her
grandmother:
A part of me lies in her eighty-eight-year-old
death-ridden body.
A part of her walks in my thirty-six-year-old
death-ridden body.
Goodnight, my Amazon lady.
Thank you for my bones.

The "bones" are both literal and figurative. Not only do the poet
and her relative share a genealogy; the grandmother's life has provided structure for the work of art. What her death means is a loss
of "the next part / to the story she is telling." Through this poem,
Jan Seale recaptures the verbal artistry of her grandmother and
places it in the framework of her more educated voice.
Historians are increasingly concerned with understanding the
place of such domestic and folk arts in women's lives. Several fine
studies have been done on those home-based art forms that until
very recently constituted the bulk of women's creative activity. 4
For a complex set of reas~ns, domestic arts were particularly import~nt to women as they first crossed, then settled the western
frontier. As Lillian Schlisseldiscovered in her study of women's
overland trail diaries, women depended on: female bonding to preserve the equilIbrium of their former lives. 5 Johnny' Faragher and
Christine Stansell note that crucial bonding activities included song
fests, gossip, sewing, and sharing favorite recipes in groups that
met separately from men. That women greatly valued these creative activities is borne out by Faragher's further comment that
women's loss of their "homely treasures" to the exigencies of a
wagon trip over difficult terrain destroyed "a psychological lifeline
to their abandoned homes and communities, as well as to elements
of their identities .... "6
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Women's attachment to theirari forms was not due simply to a
need for female connectedness, as Schlissel and Faragher realize.
The extent to which a woman valued those "homely treasures~'
depended upon her stage in life and the degree to which she had
been affected by the "cult of true womanhood. ~'7 Many historians
have documented the changed nature of women's role in the home
that postindustrial society and Victorian morals wrought in America. 8
Basic to this role was life in "woman's sphere": separate roles for
men and women and a valuation of woman's place in the home
based on her spiritual and cultural contributions. As Faragher points
out, many women carried these roles with them to the frontier,
where the restrictions such roles imposed limited women's abilities
to support and participate fully in the westward movement. Julie
Roy Jeffrey's study of women in the trans-Mississippi West-supports
Faragher in noting the divergence between popular visions of domesticity that women held and the actual life lived on the frontier:

a

'Home,' crude and impermanent though it might be, received the
kind of attention which would have pleased the proponents of domesticity. Though the cabin or sod house might not be the cozy
nook pictured in stories of Western life, women hoped to make it
one as they p~pered thei~ walls with old ne~spapers or tacked up
,. cloth to make the house snug and cheery. Old rags beca~e rugs,
old dresses curtains. 9

In the introduction to her study, Jeffrey notes that she began her
work hoping to prove that 'the West had freed women from'suffocating roles, but discovered that this "feminist" hope was not
proved by the data; she goes on, however, to explain that the
resulting text documents the "strength and courage" of women
surviving in difficult times. Elaine Hedges, completes a study of
women's quilts with a similar ambivalence:
Our response to quilts as an art form rooted both in meaningful
work arid in cultural oppression will therefore inevitably be complex:
, a combination of admiration and awe at limitations overcome and
of sorrow and anger at limitations imposed. 10

As these statements indicate, scholars' grasp of how to place value
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on the creative sources out ofwhich domestic art is woven, without
also seeming to value the limitations that seem to be inextricably
part of the weave, has been difficult to achieve. In reading the
above descriptions, one has the feeling that domestic arts are inextricably connected to a historical past that "modern" women have
left behind. No matter how carefully phrased the analysis, the
creativity of these earlier women is diminished in the process.
The artists studied here offer a different method for regarding
the domestic arts of their forebears. Their work is useful to those
historians attempting to reevaluate women's traditional domestic
arts in that they find methods for giving the creative act primacy
over the attendant suffocating roles their artistic forebears suffered.
The crucial point these artists make is the absolute necessity of
valuing the female creative traditions. Nationally recognized artists
such as Judy Chicago and Miriam Shapiro and writers such as
Adrienne Rich have taken fairly radical steps to force their audiences to look at the full range of women's creative contributions. 11
While such women never deny the difficulties women have faced
in achieving an artistic voice, their emphasis is on the importance
of female traditions to the making of that voice.
Two recent appraisals of women artists have made significant
contributions to new understanding of the problems women artists
face and the solutions they have found. In Silences, Tillie Olsen
graphically portrays the "unnatural silences" that have affected women
writers; in the process she provides clues to strategies for overcoming these blocks. Discussing the contrasts between lives ofvery
successful male writers and lives of women, she describes the fragmentation and diversity in women's lives, the repetitive processes
that suffocate creativity. But, as Olsen goes on to note, she first
found artistic voice' in one of the most mundane of women's activities: "It is no accident that the first work I considered publishable
began: 'I stand here ironing, and what you asked me moves tormented back and forth with the iron.' "12 While the life itself blocks
creativity, it is only through that life that a voice is defined.
Eleanor Munro's Originals: A.merican WomenA.rtists begins with
a vision of the "suppressed artist's cry" of several of her own female
ancestors such as "my maternal grandmother, Berthe Clerc Nadler,
who wrote sonnets and sewed many a fine seam as she followed
her husband Westward and raised. . . three artist daughters. . . . "13
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For Munro, a crucial component in the success of women artists
and an aspect that makes women's art unique is the artist's sense
of connection to her past. Rather than rejecting the past, rather
than following the classic modern injunction to artists-perhaps
best expressed by Ezra Pound-to "Make it new," Munro sees
contemporary female artists as "daughters [who] now looked on
their gifted but voiceless mothers' sufferings with new understanding, pity and a will to 'make it better' in their own time span."14
The artists studied in this paper have found creative sources in
the domestic arts of earlier times and have made those arts "better"
(in the sense of being more closely akin to traditional Anglo-European forms of "high" art) by integrating their materials into the
arts of painting, photography, and literature. Each artist lived in
the West in the 1970s. The West as place is important to some,
particularly those with family ties to established populations (such
as Native Americans Paula Gunn Allen and Leslie Marmon Silko)
or to pioneer families of the nineteenth century (such as Jan Seale).
For others the region is less important; for example, Betty Hahn's
work shows little regional impact. What is important to their work
as a group is the participation of each in the feminist artistic ferment
of the 1970s that engendered new scholarly methods for assessing
the aesthetic values of domestic art forms.
Each artist takes that which was"voiceless," in the sense ofhaving
no acceptable aesthetic form, and places it in a context that meets
accepted artistic standards. Recent critiques of the structures underlying "folk art" forms provides a basis for understanding how
the connecting process works. An example is Sheila de Bretteville's
analysis of the structures of such "women's work" as quilts and
blankets, "which are an assemblage of fragments pieced together
whenever there is time. . .. The assemblage of fragments, the
organization of forms in a complex matrix, suggests depth and
intensity as an alternative to progress. "15 Bretteville's analysis of
how such "women's work" is organized provides the final touchstone
by which we may understand the work of the following artists: they
are involved in assembling from their past those creative voices
that give their work "intensity." Thus they use materials from the
past with a sophisticated and self-conscious sense of the underlying
structure to the domestic 'art forms.
Bretteville uses quilting merely as an example of the structures
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underlying traditional·women's arts. Women's domestic arts encompass a wide variety of creative activities. Sewing includes such
diverse activities as quilting, embroidery, .and lace making. Weaving has also been a traditional art of women. Other visual art forms
include jewelry, metal work, and pottery. In addition, women were
heavily involved in illustration and hand-printing; even fine penmanship was considered at one time a requisite quality in a potential wife. 16 Recent scholarly work indicates that women's verbal
artistry is no less diverse nor less understood. Women have long
established bonds by handing down stories and songs to their children. Even gossip is beginning to be included as an object for
aesthetic revaluation. 17
Within such diversity there are, however, common attributes
that inform the arts of the past and that are manipulated by contemporary artists. It does not matter whether the artist is working
with visual products or words, whether she is a poet or a photographer; even ethnicity does not change the approach significantly.
All of the artists considered create their work by assembling fragments of experience not only from their own time but from earlier
periods in women's history. Each speaks as a collaborator in a story
or product that began in a preceding generation. Each thus maintains a tradition in the face of contemporary pressures for change.
This emphasis on tradition connects the artists' works to the sense
of "depth and intensity" rather than "progress" that Bretteville
finds in the works of quilters. Finally, each is concerned with universal experience rather than with the unique or time-specific event.
Women's folk and domestic arts, with their emphasis on the
ordinary, repetitive, often conservative, family-based life provide
a perfect base for such contemporary statements. What the contemporary artist then adds (for this work is indeed a collaboration)
is the self-conscious decision, in the face of historical concerns for
the limited lives o':!t of which domestic art sprang, to find a way
of retrieving those forms from the past and utilizing them in her
contemporary world.
One of the best contemporary examples of the connections women
artists make between the "folk" arts of their foremothersand the
"fine" arts oftoday is provided by photographer Betty Hahn who
works and teaches at the University of New Mexico. While Hahn
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has won wide recognition for the innovative, experimental nature
of much of her work, she acknowledges a debt to traditional folk
arts, particularly those most often practiced by women. Hahn's
work, both in subject matter and technique, contains echoes of
stitched portraits, embroidery, quilting, and botanical drawing.
Some of Hahn's earlier work done in this vein harks back to stitchery traditions of the nineteenth century, in particular the creation
of hand-done "personality portraits." Fairly standard portrait photographs are done in fabric with embroidery added to highlight
and outline.
Other work extends the content past the individual, almost hermetically sealed portrait, to studies of family. It is in this work that
one finds connections to quiltmaking, particularly pictorial quilts.
Early quilting materials came from left-over scraps of family clothing; many quilts provided visions of routine family lives; quilts
were often perceived to contain a woman;s life. 1B Hahn plays with
all these emotional connections between women's lives and the
needle arts in her family portraits. The photography deals with
mundane, middle-class subjects: "Dover Park Family" depicts a
nuclear family grouped in front of their house; "Double Portrait:
Roger and Joni" shows a young couple formally seated in their plant
room. The color, the simple stitches emphasizing a bed of Bowers,
the line of a house, provide an organizing principle to the lives in
much the same way as the grid· systems and borders in pictorial
quilts organized an otherwi~e diversejumble of images. One photograph of a family walking along a road with a simple half-rainbow
embroidered abo~e is an outstimdingexample of the technique
through which routine family actiylties become stylized and take
on a more symbolic weight than the photograph alone would ordinarily provide. Yet the simple stitchery technique is absolutely
compatible with the familiar scene presented (Figure 1).
Since doing the stitchery in the early seventies, Hahn has moved
in several directions. In 1979 she completed a series of Polaroid
prints using Bowers; such prints remind one that botany and Bowerdrawing were accepted "occupations for ladies" during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries in Europe and America. 19 Hahn
follows the tradition with a series of photographs of Bowers laid
over botanical sketches and Bowers laid on patterned wallpaper.

"Family under Rainbow," gum bichromate print on fabric with added stitching,
1971, 16" X 20", by Betty Hahn.
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Hahn has recently completed two Polaroid assemblages of artifacts retrieved from the lives of her aunt and grandmother (Figure
2). The assemblages contain things the women cherished-pieces
oflace, letters-and things to give a sense of the past-newspapers,
photographs. The whole vision is of a humble, structured life. (The
work is framed and cross-hatched with a tape measure in one case
and white ribbon in another.) The photographs are memorials not
only to individual women, but also to the creative lives of those
women-the arts that they practiced but that have gone largely
unrecognized.
These last photographs became artifacts-they are the shape and
form of the past, particularly women's past. Hahn has completed
one other series of such artifacts in what she calls "soft daguerreotypes." These are xeroxed photographs on plastic-coated fabric presented in old-fashioned. velvet and satin casings. In an interview
Hahn stated that she se'es photography as a "folk art. "20 The daguerreotype replaced portrait painting, which was, in many cases,
done by folk artists. Although clearly working in a "fine arts" tradition of individual statement, experimental style, and sophisticated techniques, Hahn has used content, attitudes, and styles of
the folk arts to give her work meaning and form. Most often the
folk arts she has tapped have been those of women,
The introduction of photography in America provided many young
women with an opportunity to enter an art field and even support
themselves once they learned the techniques. But the technological
innovation also ended the opportunities for self-taught portrait
painters, many of whom were women, to support themselves by
their creative endeavors. 21 While Hahn feels no loss in the move
to more sophisticated art forms such as photography (possibly because she sees it as another folk art, not different from earlier
forms), other artists feel the disjunction and inherent conflict the
change from traditional forms of domestic expression to more contemporary art forms caused, and struggle to reconcile this conflict
in their creations.
Several writers have commented upon problems inherent in the
move from the spoken to the written word, from gossip to novelist,
or from singer of lullabyes to poet. Tillie Olsen asks: "How many
of us who are writers have mothers, grandmothers, of limited edu-

,

"Chicago Family: Aunt," polacolor II, 1979, 20"
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cation; awkward, not at home, with the written word, however
eloquent they may be with the spoken one?"22 Bobbie Louise
Hawkins's novel, Back to Texas, graphically illustrates the freedom
and the pain felt by the generation of daughters who are more
literate than their forebears. For while the ability to read and write
opens new vistas for creative activity, it can also at first mean a loss
of connectedness. 23
Back to Texas is ostensibly about a car trip that a grown daughter
and her mother make to visit relatives in the Texas panhandle. The
primary narrator, the daughter Jessie, begins the novel with a
discussion of the most important event of her life: "Nothing in my
life ever happened that was as important to me as learning to
read."24 This event initially separates her from her more uneducated family, particularly her mother. By the end of the novel,
however, the daughter has come to an acceptance of her connections with her mother and grandmother, while still acknowledging
their differences.
This final reconciliation is achieved through the structure of the
novel. Hawkins provides an initial clue to her intentions in an early
chapter in which Jessie, the novelist's voice, describes the format
of the book: "In a book like this, the 'plot' is whether it can come
together at all. It might help to think of it as having gathered more
than having been written. It's got about as much plan to it as
tumbleweeds blown against a fence and stuck there. "25 Again we
are dealing with lives lived in pieces, put together much as a crazyquilt might be, with more interest in pattern than in progress.
Each chapter is essentially a piece of family history spoken or
written by Jessie, her mother, or grandmother. The book then
becomes an "assemblage" of memories of the lives of three generations. 26 Its success depends upon typical stories and gossip that
go on every day in southern and western families, particularly
among women. Back to Texas constitutes a retrieval and reevaluation of women's verbal arts. By writing down such mundane
conversations and shaping them to create a coherent work of art,
Hawkins stresses the worth of the verbal act itself.
Back to Texas pays tribute to the creativity hidden and repressed
in lives of mothers and grandmothers by telling their stories when
they could not, ironically using the one gift (reading/writing) that
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sets the artist apart from her forebears. Such acknowledgments,
such attempts to reevaluate the creative contributions of previous
generations, do not, however, necessarily imply valuation and acceptance of all the conditions of that life. The point is that the
surrounding conditions of that earlier life, not the quality of these
unrecognized creative arts, caused the anonymity.
The work of Barbara Nugent while she was a student in New
Mexico in the 1970s provides a visual example of such concerns for
the limitations in women's lives. Nugent's best early work utilizes
a common working woman's activity-shorthand-to comment on
the stereotypes that define us. Her work of this period combined
advertising images of women, which confine them to domestic
sph~res, with shorthand comments on the advertisements. At this
point in her career, she was speaking very consciously to a specific
audience-those women who knew shorthand.
The works slowly became memorials to skills that, while limiting
and stereotyping, have also gone undervalued in previous generations. At one point Nugent moved from direct re-creation of shorthand pages in spiral notebooks to more stylized creations combining
decorative wallpaper with shorthand. This work is in the tradition
of samplers with the combination of skilled writing with decorative
visual imagery and in the tradition of the "arts of writing" with the
emphasis on the decorative aspects of shorthand.
A last work in this vein takes the technique even further by
combining reversed images of shorthand on black background, over
which is superimposed a black and white photograph of a rose. At
this point, Nugent was beyond the"message" emphasis of the earlier works. Shorthand became even more of a "secret" language,
appreciated primarily for its beauty, suggesting ancient hieroglyphics, gaining a timeless quality.
The gradual change in Nugent's work from that specifically meant
to be a woman's message for a special group of other women to
that which, while continuing the earlier forms, speaks to a wider
audience, provides another aspect from which to study women's
use of domestic art forms. Nugent found creative methods for escaping what Tillie Olsen has described as "restrictions" and "constrictions": those forces that deny women the right to express
themselves outside a traditional woman's sphere of "bed and
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childbed. "27 Women taking shorthand, women in the working world,
represent some of those arenas of life that Olsen thinks have not
been seriously enough considered in our art. In finding her voice
in that slightly larger context, Nugent was able to escape from some
of the restrictions and constrictions. By pulling shorthand beyond
its immediate, utilitarian image and into a more timeless context,
Nugent gave the traditional craft validity as art.
Nugent exemplifies one approach whereby the artist can escape
the restrictions that almost inevitably follow from emphasis in the
"women~s sphere"; take the restricting situation and convert it into
another form. 28 Other artists have chosen to separate the idea of
domestic arts from the negative historical framework in which the
"cult .of domesticity" has been described and to return to earlier
traditional sources for their creative statements. As most critics of
the "cult of true womanhood" have stated, the problem began when
women's role was no longer equal to men's in the maintenance of
economic stability and culture, when as one historian has noted,
women were "forced to play hostess to male inventions. "29 One
solution for the artist inheriting this situation is -to return, through
her work, to those traditions that provide women with equal power
in the world and reject those that do not. The concluding section
of this study concerns women artists engaged in this renovation of
almost preindustrial lifestyles in their work.
It is especially in this framework that the work of some American
Indian and Hispanic women writers provides an excellent beginning. As Elaine Hedges has noted, needlework is an art form that
crosses cultures as well as generations-and it becomes a significant
touchstone for Hispanic as well as Anglo writers in finding their
way to powerful images of their and their fore mothers' lives. 30 A
particularly fine example of such work is California poet Lorna Dee
Cervantes's "Beneath the Shadow of the Freeway. "31 Meaningful
life in an urban setting, with an omnipresent freeway across the
street, is the concern of the speaker. As in many families in transition (in urban times or on the wilderness frontier) there is disjunction among the generations:

..

We were a woman family:
Grandma, our innocent Queen;
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Mama, the Swift Knight, Fearless Warrior.
Mama wanted to be Princess instead.
Myself~I could never decide.
So I turned to books, those staunch, upright men.
I became Scribe, Translator of Foreign Mail . . . .

The mother and grandmother are radically different sorts ofwomen,
living different roles. The mother fits the image of women caught
in the "women's sphere" yet living in a contemporary world that
no longer supports such roles. She "dreams of taffeta" while counseling her daughter to "count on nobody." She has a man who
drinks and threatens to molest the daughter; her life slowly grinds
out in bitterness as "she spends her hours / washing down the bile."
The grandmother is full of "woman's wisdom," but it is pretechnological, prescientific, making her seem a relic of the past. She
passes on "old wives' tales" about predicting rain, hand sews her
own quilts, and "trusts only what she has built / with her own
hands." The daughter chooses to live her life as her grandmother
has done before her, even in the face of the freeway.
What is the difference between the mother and grandmother?
Their advice is identical-make your way in life yourself. Yet one
never truly does so, waiting for the rescuing Prince, consuming
her life rather than producing it, while the other creates her life
from materials at hand. One waits to be given her role, the other
takes an active part in making it. Importantly, the images that
provide solutions for the daughter are of domestic arts practiced
as they were before the great technological changes that made
women's work in the home less valuable. Through fantasizing a
return to a way of life that existed before her urban situation, the
speaker is able to find a way to overcome the continuing effects of
the "cult of true womanhood" that still afHict her mother.
Celebration and remembrance of women's importance in ritual
and religious custom provides yet another source for moving beyond the restricted visions of women's sphere that limit their creativity. Antonia Quintana Pigno's poem "The Miracle of Santuario"
provides an initial example. 32 The poem concerns the yearly trek
to a religious shrine at Chimayo, New Mexico. Told from the per-
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spective of children, the central focus is on the new shoes and cape
the mother makes for the santo figure in the church. The "miracle"
is that at the shrine the children find "Indeed upon Your tiny feet
/ Last September's white shoes / Now scuffed and worn." The key
person in the miracle is the mother, who remembers the time
while the children are forgetful and who knows that the saint will
require new clothes. The simple act of sewing for the family is thus
extended to a broader, more "powerful" sphere of action; indeed
is crucial to the religious tradition presented.
The technique of using traditional women's creative arts as a
vehicle for defining women's place in a larger, more powerful sphere
is prevalent also in the work of American Indian writers. Leslie
Marmon Silko's novel, Ceremony, addresses the nature of women's
power in our daily lives by combining the simple act of story-telling
with the religious act of myth-making. Ceremony tells the story of
a young Navajo's return to his home following the Korean War and
his difficulty in reestablishing meaning in his life. Although a woman
is not the central character to the novel, through her the young
man's (Tayo's) final reintegration with his life is achieved. Women
are presented not only in "bed and childbed" but bearing all the
consequences of both places. Alongside this very real vision of
women's lives another image is developed, one that acknowledges
power behind the mundane, a power that ultimately provides the
resolution to the novel.
The clearest expression of woman's centrality to the novel is
Tayo's Grandmother. She is very real in her crotchety old age:
"They were the same--the mule and old Grandma, she sitting in
the comer of the room in the wintertime by the potbelly stove, or
the summertime on an apple crate under the elm tree; she was as
blind as the gray mule and just as persistent."33 But she is also the
primary source of the stories that finally give Tayo a way back to
himself. Through her status as story-teller she gains power-she
is able to create a world that exists in spite of other "realities."
What Tayo learns is that his Grandmother's stories are still true
today; the trick is to be able to find them in the contemporary,
routine life he lives. Grandmother also knows this truth, and she
is the only character in the novel who may directly express it. Her
voice essentially concludes the novel. As the family engages in
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some final "gossip" that ties the novel together, Grandmother's
only comment is: " 'I guess I must be getting old ... because these
goings-on around Laguna don't get me excited any more .... It
seems like I already heard these stories before . . . only thing is,
the names sound different.' "34
While Ceremony offers a fairly traditional narrative structure, an
overlay of Silko's poems adapted from Navajo myths is added. In
many cases the myths are updated, are redefined in the context of
the novel. A central figure in the myths is "Spider Woman," one
of the few women given the power of a creation myth. 35 The novel
begins with a poem playing on this myth:
Thought-woman, the spider
named things and
as she named them
they appeared.
She is sitting in her room
thinking of a story now.
r m telling you the story
she is thinking. 36

From the beginning, the novel is defined as a story told by a woman
created by another woman. It is only consistent that the character
in the novel who best knows the story is the old story-teller herself.
While Silko's novel never avoids pointing out the constrictions/
restrictions that women live under, the implication is that strength/
connection comes ftom those aspects of our lives that are beyond
those limitations, even though the connection may on its face be
as simple an act as a· grandmother telling a story to a child. This
is a great leap for women artists to make: from valuing their forebears' voices because they have gone unnoticed to valuing those
"mundane" arts for their connection to much larger spheres of life.
When the second acknowledgment is made, the humbler modes
can be expanded, stretched, and included in contemporary voices.
Apoem by Laguna poet Paula Gunh Allen, "Grandmother," directly
embodies this sense of making a connection with a tradition ripe
with power. The first stages of the poem again allude to "Spider
Woman": "Out of her body she extruded/shining wire, life, and
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wove the light/on the void. "37 Having created the world, the old
woman leaves and "After her,! the women and the men weave
blankets into tales of life." The artist follows the tradition, even in
the humble duty of maintaining the rug, the life, Spider Woman
has created: "After her I sit on my laddered rain-bearing rug! and
mend the tear with string." Rather than breaking with the past,
the move is to build upon it, to preserve and retrieve that which
was important.
Eleanor Munro, speaking of the visual arts, defines the process
in which such artists are engaged as "retrieving what otherwise
would be irrevocably lost and fixing it in a form. "38 She sees many
young artists as essentially "conservationists" in the sense that their
art is a type of preservation. Regardless of ethnic background or
art form, for the women discussed here, such preservation is accomplished through quilt devised ofmaterials inherited from their
forebears. They preserve that part of the past that is at the core of
the need to continue traditional materials, and they begin to create,
visually and verbally, a multifaceted image of the contemporary
woman.
The work of Deborah Cole, graduate art student at the University
of New Mexico, is illustrative of the visual imagery of preservation.
Cole began in 1978 to work on a piece built around a photograph
of her mother. The xeroxed series went through various modifications, but throughout the organic, gaudy flower pattern in the
mother's dress carried the visual interest in the work. In one of
the final works, the photograph was subsumed by the pattern, and
that natural, colorful pattern became the final definition of her
mother. That dress came to be the strength, the freedom not initially perceived in the first, almost historically trapped images.
Cole moved in the series from a concern with the specific, historic,
personal details of her mother's life to a sense of what in her life
was beyond the personal and part of a larger universe. She made
the transition, however, by remaining in touch with the ordinary,
by pulling from it the extraordinary.
The technique is similar to that used in a poem by Texan Naomi
Clark. The poem utilizes a found object just as Cole's xerox uses
an initial, casual photograph. "Found Poem: First Letter from Aunt
Cat"39 alternates between the text of the note, obviously written

a
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by an almost illiterate relative and the unheard, graceful voice
behind that limited by circumstance and education. Aunt Cat's
letter tells the tale of her increasing sickness. Alternate lines tell
the stories Aunt Cat really.has hidden within her:
If I cd tell you
But to get to that-is this something
colors you never did see
have started loosing 10 lbs a week
bluegill sunfish
for no rime or reason
swim round thru in
I have some kind spell
blossums
I just leave this world .

Like artist Cole's mother, Aunt Cat becomes directly connected to
nature, becomes a part of, one with, natural forces. And she gains
mythic power in this connection: "scoop a drink / ... moon in my
hands / ... drink moon." Cole and Clark have "retrieved" an image,
a way ofliving, from the past and given it significant "form" through
their techniques. That past becomes a valued artifact, a link, without which the work could not exist.
Clearly, this study of the use of traditional women's arts in contemporary art is really only part of the larger issue of how women's
experiences and lives affect and inform their art. The discussions
of Cole and Clark may have more to do with the broader issue
than with concerns specific to traditional women's art forms. Such
a fact, however, comments only on the need to study further what
Munro calls "psycho-[a]esthetics"-the connections between one's
art and one's life. One recognizes, finally, the strength that each
of these artists gains through acknowledging her connections with
the past. It seems that the willingness to make those connections
is an expression of the type of creative female artist we may expect
in the future. She is the artist who is not afraid to present any
aspect of her, or any woman's, life with the realism and the sense
of seriousness and purpose that has in the past been missing in
much of our art.
This paper has been itself a crazy-quilt: an assemblage of many
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women's works collaboratively leading to one voice. The vision is
one of strength anc;l beauty in lives that have for so long gone
unnoticed. There is hope and reaffirmation in their voices-reaffirmation of the importance of women's past to our present condition and hope that a stronger future may be built out of the
valuable lessons of earlier times. A short poem by Bobbie Louise
Hawkins provides a fitting close to this discussion:
Own your body,
as good a property
as any other.
Say, from this point
far as the eye can see,
It's me. 40
The sentiment expressed, particularly the feeling of the land being
one's to mold, is reminiscent of the pioneer urge, the need to
discover all there is to see. These woman artists are embarked on
an adventure that opens up new frontiers, including frontiers of
the past. In the same sense that the frontier was an ancient land,
new only to the eyes of the pioneer beholders, so the artistic
traditions in which many women are working contain age-old voices
made new by the contemporary insights and more sophisticated
techniques of the present generation.

NOTES
1. See particularly Linda Nochlin's classic essay "Why Have There Been No
Great Women Artists?" in Art and Sexual Politics, ed. Thomas B. Hess and Elizabeth C. Baker (London: Collier-Macmillan, 1973), pp. 1-44.
2. One of the most important recent reevaluations of women's domestic art is
C. Kurt Dewhurst, Betty MacDowell, and Marsha MacDowell, Artists in Aprons:
Folk Art by American Women (New York: E. P. Dutton in association with the
Museum of American Folk Art, 1979). Elaine Hedges has a fine article on the
aesthetic aspects of quilting entitled "Quilts and Women's Culture" in In Her
Own Image: Women Working in the Arts, ed. Elaine Hedges and Ingrid Wendt
(Old Westbury, N. Y.: Feminist Press, 1980), pp. 13-19.
3. Jan Seale, "Pearl Bell Pittman: 1888-1976," Southwest: A Contemporary
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Anthology, ed. Karl and Jane Kopp (Albuquerque: Red Earth Press, 1977), pp.
97-99.
4. A particularly fine historical study of women's participation in such art forms
in England is Anthea Callen's Women Artists of the Arts and Crafts Movement:
1870-1914 (New York: Pantheon Books, 1979). Dewhurst, MacDowell, and
MacDowell, Artists in Aprons, provides the most comprehensive study ofwomen's
folk and domestic arts in America.
5. Lillian Schlissel, "Mothers and Daughters on the Western Frontier," Frontiers 3 (1978): 30.
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(New York: Hill and Wang, 1979), p. 73.
10. Jeffrey, Frontier Women, p. xvi, and Hedges, image, p. 19.
11. Judy Chicago and Miriam Schapiro directed "Project Womenhouse" (1972),
the renovation by art students of a house in Los Angeles as the first "all-female
art environment." Many of the resulting images depended upon domesticity for
their statement. Schapiro's comments on "Womenhouse" in Eleanor Munro's
Originals: American Woman Artists (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1979), pp.
272-81, stress the "new release of energy" she experienced as a result of the
project.
12. Tillie Olsen, Silences (New York: Delacorte Press, 1978): p. 19.
13. Munro, Originals, p. 5.
14. Munro, Originals, p. 53.
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from the Perspective of a Woman Designer," Arts in Society 11 [special issue on
"Women and the Arts"] (Spring-Summer 1974): 117-18.
16. For comprehensive surveys of women's creative activities outside the "fine
arts" tradition,. see Callen, Women Artists, and Dewhurst, MacDowell, and
MacDowell, Artists in Aprons.
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power to male myth-making traditions is explored in Marta Weigle, "Women as
Verbal Artists: Reclaiming the Sisters of Enheduanna," Frontiers 3 (1978): 1.
18. Dewhurst, MacDowell, and MacDowell, Artists in Aprons, pp. 46-54.
19. Alice Coats, The Treasury of Flowers (London: Phaiden Press, 1975), p.
28.
20. Interview with Betty Hahn, 12 December 1979.
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22. Olsen, Silences, pp. 184-85.
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hope of reaffirming traditional bonds rather than breaking them apart (Schlissel,
"Mothers and Daughters," p. 32).
24. Bobbie Louise Hawkins, Back to Texas (Berkeley: Bear Hug Books, 1977),
p. 1.
25. Hawkins, Texas, p. 4.
26. Marta Weigle's work on gossip and other forms of women's verbal arts
describes the connections between narratives and ordinary conversation, noting
particularly the "collaborative" styles of many women's narratives (Weigle, "Women
as Verbal Artists," p. 1).
27. Olsen, Silences, pp. 41-42..
28. A fascinating study of the way one group of artists have used images of
domestic madness and fantasy to explore the "women's sphere" is provided in
Carolyn J. Seifert, "Images of Domestic Madness in the Art and Poetry ofAmerican
Women," Women's Art Journal 1 (Fall 1980-Winter 1981): 1-6.
29. Douglas, Feminization of American Culture, p. 166.
30. Hedges, Image, p. 13.
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Woman: Minority Writers of the United States, ed. Dexter Fisher (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1980), pp. 378-81.
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Kopp and Kopp, p. 166.
33. Leslie Marmon Silko, Ceremony (New York: New American Library, 1977),
p.28.
34. Silko, Ceremony, p. 273.
35. Marta Weigle's work on women andJin myth provided background for this
aspect of the paper (Weigle, Spiders and Spinsters: Women andlin Mythology
[Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1982]). Paula Gunn Allen, in a
comprehensive essay on Ceremony, argues that Tayo's success depends on his not
only understanding but becoming female (Allen, "The Psychological Landscape
of Ceremony," in a special symposium issue on Leslie Silko's Ceremony, ed.
Kathleen M. Sands, American Indian Quarterly 5 [February 1979]): 7-12.
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BOOK NOTES
As David Remley states in his afterword to Johnny Christmas, the book "belongs
on the shelf with a double handful of other interpretive novels of the American
West." First published in 1948, this novel of the fur trade by Forrester Blake
(University of New Mexico Press, paper, $6.95) has been overlooked by scholars
although it was rediscovered in the 1970s by members of modern mountain man
organizations. Set largely in New Mexico and Colorado in the 1830s and 1840s
and dealing with such themes as racial and cultural conflicts, the impact of wilderness, and individualism, Johnny Christmas is also noted for its descriptive
passages. It is a worthy addition to the UNM Press Zia Series, particularly with
the afterword by Remley.
Also new from UNM Press is a paperbound edition of A Taos Mosaic: Portrait
of a New Mexico Village by Claire Morrill (UNM Press, $12.95), first published
in 1973. This is a collection of impressions of people and events and aspects of
culture in Taos-D. H. Lawrence, artists, penitentes, as well as average residents.
Other publishers, too, offer new paperback editions. Jeff Milton: A Good Man
with a Gun by J. Evetts Haley (University of Oklahoma Press, $19.95 cloth, $9.95
paper) was first published in 1948. Haley is noted for his biography of cattleman
Charles Goodnight and his history of the XIT Ranch. Milton, who stated, "I never
killed a man that didn't need killing; I never shot an animal except for meat," was
a southwestern law officer who lived in Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona. This is
a readable biography of a tough and interesting western character.
Ancient City Press (P. O. Box 5401-R, Santa Fe 87502) offers a paperback edition
($9.95) of Santos and Saints: The Religious Folk Art of Hispanic New Mexico, first
published in 1974 by Calvin Horn and subsequently out of print. This contribution
to Hispanic folk culture in New Mexico has several new illustrations and a new
preface that identifies important publications since 1974. Ancient City Press has
...
produced an attractive volume on an important cultural t6pic.-The same publisher also offers a facsimile reprint of a special artists and writers
supplement to The Santa Fe New Mexican of 26 June 1940 ($10.00). This well
done supplement contains a considerable amount of information that remains a
handy source of descriptive and biographical material on approximately 150 artists
and writers. Marta Weigle and Kyle Fiore have added additional maps, photographs, historical sketches. It is a unique publication.
The Museum of New Mexico Press has reprinted The Good Life: New Mexico
Traditions and Food (paper, $5.95), first published in 1949. The author, Fabiola
Cabeza de Baca Gilbert, grew. up on a ranch at La Liendre, south of Las Vegas
and spent most of her life as a home economist in northern New Mexico. The
first part of the book describes folk traditions relating to harvest, herbs, Christmas
festivities, and others, while the second part is a cookbook of native New Mexican
food.
Those interested in New Mexico history will be particularly pleased that UNM
Press has reprinted two books by the late William A. Keleher. Will Keleher grew
up in Albuquerque, and after working as a reporter for several Albuquerque
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newspapers, he entered the legal profession. Introductory sketches by Paul Horgan in The Fabulous Frontier ($19.95 cloth, $9.95 paper) and by C. L. Sonnichsen
in Violence in Lincoln County ($19.95 cloth, $9.95 paper) provide views of Keleher
the man and the scholar, although many will want to read his memoirs, which
the Press will also reprint. Keleher is best known to scholars as a major figure in
the writing of New Mexico history in the territorial period, and his work remains
important today. The Fabulous Frontier: Twelve New Mexico Items, first published
in 1945, is oriented toward individuals and includes historical sketches of John
Chisum, Pat Garrett, John Hagerman, Albert Fall, Oliver Lee, Charles Eddy,
and others. Violence in Lincoln County, originally published in 1957, is one of
the major works in the historiography of the Lincoln County War. One reviewer
identified it as the most important work on that conflict. UNM Press is to be
commended for its plans to reprint all of Keleher's books.

Book Reviews
GUIDE TO RECORDS IN THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES OF THE UNITED STATES RELATING
TO AMERICAN INDIANS. Compiled by Edward E. Hill. Washington, D.C.: National Archives and Record Service, 1981. Pp. xiii, 467. Illus., index. $13.00.
EDWARD E. HILL, AN ARCHIVIST with the National Archives at SUitland, Maryland,
has compiled an excellent guide to records relating to American Indians found in
the National Archives. Hill preViously compiled a Preliminary Inventory of the
Records ofthe Bureau ofIndian Affairs (2 volumes, 1965) and The Office ofIndian
Affairs, 1824-1880: Historical Sketches (1974), which became required reading
for researchers in the vast Indian records of the National Archives. With Hill's
new guide in hand and with the aid of the able staff of the Scientific, Economic
and Natu~al Resources Branch, Civil Archives Division of the National Archives,
a researcher can better wend his way through the maze of Indian records.
Hill's new guide is truly comprehensive. The records described range in chronology from pre-federal documents to the closing work of the Indian Claims
Commission in the late 1970s. He provides the organizational his~ory of governmental agencies such as the BIA in order to clarify to the reader how and why
records became filed in their often confusing way. He sketches the histories of
federal offices related to Indian affairs such as the Office of Indian Trade and
conveniently lists the factories or posts where the trade was conducted. Hill traces
the changes in record keeping' including the centralization of BIA incoming and
outgoing correspondence in 1907 and the shortlived Shafer "new system" experiment of 1936. Besides Interior Department and BrA records, he includes less
well-known sources of Indian materials such as the records of the Treasury Department. He also indicates which Indian records are available at each of the
regional Federal Records Centers. Moreover, Hill cross-references related materials, even those out of the National Archives and Record Service system such
as those found at the Historical Society of Pennsylvania and the American Philosophical Society in Philadelphia.
His guide will undoubtedly stimulate more scholarship in this field. He mentions that school records at Cherokee, North Carolina, contain more information
on agency matters than on education; that the records 'of the General Accounting
Office (RG 217) contain Creek Indian affidavits establishing their entitlement to
resettlement in Indian Territory; and that the records of the American Expeditionary Force (RG 120) contain references to Indians transmitting messages iIi
Choctaw at the front during World War 1. Hill thoroughly treats the records
relating to the Indians of New Mexico. Besides the well-known records of the
New Mexico Superintendency, the Mescalero and Pueblo and Jicarilla agencies,
and the extensive records of the United States Army Continental Commands,
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1821-1920 (RG 393), Hill points outthere is valuable information about the Indians
of New Mexico in 'other reco~ds. He specifically mentions that the records of the
Health Division (RG 75) contain materials relating to the Zunis and that the records
of the Division of Extension and Industry (RG 75) include statistical tables, maps,
and photographs bearing on Jicarilla Apache history.
Hill's guide is a magnificent reference work that should be on every serious
researcher's shelf.
State University of New York
College at New Paltz

LAURENCE M. HAUPTMAN

INDIAN CLOTHING BEFORE CORTES: MEsoAMERICAN COSTUMES FROM THE CODICES. By Patricia Rieff Anawalt. Foreword by H. B. Nicholson. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1981. Pp. xix, 232. Illus., notes, bibliog., index.
$35.00
INDIAN CLOTHING BEFORE CORTES is descriptively titled. The book is an analysis
of the primary sources (mainly pre- and post-conquest indigenous books or codices) that contain pictures and/or written accounts of native dress. The examples
of clothing gathered as a data base come from six different culture groups extant
at the time of the conquest: the Aztecs or Mexicans, the Tlaxcalans, the Tarascans,
the Mixtecs, the lowland Maya, and the unknown peoples responsible for the
Borgia Group of codices.
Anawalt categorizes the indigenous clothing by following Homer G. Barnett's
descriptive system of garment categories: draped garments, slip-on garments,
open-sewn, closed-sewn, and limb-encasing garments. Each culture group is discussed separately in chapters. Anawalt first names and explains her sources for
the particular culture group's clothing, which is then followed by a cleardescriptive text for each garment category. The last two chapters of the book are dev~ted
respectively to a comparative analysis between the clothing of all five culture
areas and an explanation and reiteration of the major areas of interpretation' or
controversy.
The goals of the book are clearly stated, and the author's ludd organization of
the data reifies by example these goals. The text is completely illustrated, and all
major points and controversies are illustrated so the reader may at all times be
cognizant of the issues. That is, Anawalt states her resolution to certain problems,
such as the provenience of the Borgia Group codices, but presents her arguments
in such clear ways as to establish a discourse with the skeptical reader rather than
demanding agreement.
Because this study is so well done, one (this reviewer, at least) wants more,
especially some kind of reference or mention of Classic precedents, which in the
case of the Maya cultures would present a very different panoply of clothing-types
from the Post-Classic Maya examples.

University of New Mexico

FLORA S. CLANCY
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MISSIONARIES, .MINERS. AND INDIANS; SPANISH CONTACT WITH THE YAQUI NATION
OF NORTHWESTERN NEW SPAIN, 1533-1820. By Evelyn Hu-DeHart. Tucson:
University of Arizona Press, 1981. Pp. viii, 152. IlIus., notes, bibliog., index
$9.95 paper.
.

- ' -

THIS BOOK IS DEDICATED to the author's parents "who taught me to survive" and
"to the Yaqui people who fight to survive and can teach us all." Since the author
states her didactic purpose so bluntly the reviewer must note that the reader is
expected to learn that "four centuries of contact and warfare with the yon or
white man had not forcefully assimilated or decimated a proud people bent on
survival" (p. 1. Note: there are many examples throughout the book of this theme
of Yaqui success in refusing to assimilate into the yon society).
However, one learns also that during the Cardenas regime a zona indigena
(termed a de facto reservation by the author) was created on the north bank of
the Yaqui River, but that the Yaqui people did not share in the benefits of the
"Green Revolution." "In sum," writes the author, "it seemed iron,ic that, while
alone among Mexico's Indian peasantry the Yaquis possessed rich land, they were
not significantly better off" (p. 2).
So would the Yaquis be better off now had they become Mexicans, or are they
better off by being able proudly to claim a separate ethnic and cultural identity?
The reviewer is not certain as to what the Yaquis can teach us.
.
Turning now to the historical content (1533-1820) of the volume, one finds a
well-planned, carefully and exhaustively documented book. The four chapters
discuss the colonial legacy (pre-Jesuit Spanish intrusions, the Jesuit era, the re-- bellion of 1740 and the end of Jesuit hegemony, the emergence of a Yaqui "arrangement" acceptable to themselves and to the Spaniards, pp. 102-3). The preJesuit Spanish intrusions had taught the Spaniards that "the operational methods
which had proved so successful against the sedentary, advanced civilizations of
central Mexico were not effective in the far more primitive north . . . Spaniards
turned to missionaries for assistance in opening up this frontier" (p. 21).
The Jesuits receive high marks for their organization of a kind of permanent
system that remained effective until mining interests (mainly) and general vecino
economic development began to undermine the Jesuit control.
In descriptions of the Jesuit mission economy and political organization the
author has been compelled to use "out of context" sources, but justifies such usage
(acceptably in the reviewer's opinion) on the grounds that the Jesuits followed
the same blueprint in the missions of the farther northwest as they must have in
the Yaqui area (p. 113, note 34).
A fascinating episode is found in the years just before the Yaqui rebellion of
1740 when a petition Guly 1739) was presented to the viceroy by Muni and
Bernabe (described as Yaqui leaders) who presumably had prepared it, which was
a request for greater economic, political, and personal independence from the
Jesuits without its being anti-Jesuit or supportive of secularization. Imbedded in
the list of requests was the right to carry and use their traditional arms, which
were bows and arrows.
.
The complicated political, economic, and military conditions as background to
and as a part of the rebellion of 1740 are well analyzed, especially the parts played
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by Gov. Manuel Bernal de Huidobro and by his replacement, Capt. Agustfn de
Vild6sola. The latter feared that a race war would develop; he suspected Muni
and Bernabe's activities as a prelud~ to a new uprising and therefore, at his first
opportunity, had these Yaqui leaders captured, executed, and decapitated. "Then
he ordered their heads circulated in all the Yaqui pueblos" as a warning. The
author concludes that though these brutal executions provoked sporadic acts of
defiance, by 1742 the rebellion was at an end. (Curiously, though the index
contains a fairly detailed list of topics under "Huidobro" [po 147], under Vild6sola,
Augstin (sic) de [sargento mayor], no topic or page reference is found.)
We come then to the author's forcefully stated conclusion that the Yaquis over
the years worked out an arrangement acceptable to themselves and to the Spaniards that allowed them to survive as a distinct people and culture--otherwise
had their integration into the colonial society taken place that society's "rigid
hierarchy" would have relegated them to the lowest rungs.
The volume contains a detailed critical bibliography and footnotes, an index,
and useful maps.
San Francisco State University

THEODORE E. TREUTLEIN

INDIAN POLICY IN THE UNITED STATES: HISTORICAL ESSAYS. By Francis Paul Prucha. Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1981. Pp. ix, 272. Illus., notes,
index. $19.95.
THIS IS A COLLECTION' OF sixteen essays by the most prolific of the historians
concerned with the evolution of American Indian policy. Most of the items have
appeared previously in journals of varying availability. The others were delivered
as papers before scholarly groups.
With the exception of the last essay, which edges into the early 1900s, the
collection is focused on the nineteenth century. Among the subjects of the essays
are the problems and opportunities in the writing of the history of Indian policy,
overviews of that policy; and the contributions of particular individuals such as
Lewis Cass, Thomas L. McKenney, and Andrew Jackson. The role of reformers
has been a principaJ interest of Father Prucha, and this is reflected in the collection
as well..
Paul Prucha has never been reluctant to call them as he sees them. This has
led -him to challenge conventional interpretations such as the linking of Indian
removal with the concept of the Great American Desert, an interpretation he
singlehandedly demolished. Prucha also offered a balanced evaluation of Andrew
Jackson's contribution to Indian policy that made him notorious among some
Indian activists and their sympathizers in academic circles. Nor has he been
reluctant to challenge a fellow academic who maintained that scientific racism lay
at:the core ofAmerican Indian poliCY, a thesis readily acceptable in the intellectual
climate of the post-Vietnam era. Father Prucha does not bend with the prevailing
winds.
As he makes clear in his preface, Prucha's research and writing have been
concerned almost exclusively with the development of policy rather than its im-
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plementation in the field. He has not studied the history of tribes subjected to
the policies formulated by an Andrew Jackson or a Thomas L. McKenney or the
impact on Indians of these policies as administered by a Lewis Casso Thus it would
be possible for a historian of the Potawatomi, a tribe that sold land at treaties
presided over by Lewis Cass, to have a different view of him than does Father
Prucha. The latter sees Cass primarily in terms of how faithfully and honestly he
administered the policies of his superiors, not in terms of how the Potawatomi
suffered by such policies.
But that is to imply criticism of Prucha for something that he did not set out
to do. In the area in which he did choose to work he has greatly advanced our
knowledge. In more than a decade, no one has written about nineteenth-century
Indian policy without drawing heavily upon his work, as a cursory examination
of the notes and bibliographies of recent books demonstrates. Prucha and the
University of Nebraska Press have done us all a service by making these essays
available in one volume.

State University of New York, Fredonia

WILLIAM T. HAGAN

THE INDIAN OFFICE: GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT OF AN AMERICAN INSTITUTION.
1865-1900. By Paul Stuart. Studies in American History and Culture, Number
12. Ann Arbor, Mich.: UMI Research Press, 1979, Pp. XVi, 243. IlIus., notes,
bibliog., index. $27.9.5.
THIS BOOK EMPLOYS Philip Selznick's theory of bureaucracy as expressed in an
article written for the American Sociological Review (1943) to examine the organizational development of the Bureau of Indian Affairs between 1865 and 1900.
The author is concerned with the circumstances under which the Indian Office
freed itself from external influences, became well bounded, centralized, and
directed toward the goal ofIndian assimilation through education, land allotment,
and citizenship. The author argues that by the end of the century institutionalization in reference to the goal of assimilation resulted in organizational inflexibility
and rigidity, which made the Indian Office unresponsive to the needs of its Indian
clientele. Thus a mature bureaucracy became a barrier to needed change including
the implementation ofJohn Collier's program in the 1930s.
The appointment of agency personnel and the administration of reservations
are major themes. Before 1877 the only field officials appointed from Washington
were the superintendents and agents. After 1873 superintendents were gradually
replaced by inspectors who were key figures in the process of centralization. At
first they had extra-organizational allegiances but were made more and more
subject to direction by the Indian Office. Inspection reports became increasingly
specific and balanced in reporting on such important subjects as education, land
allotments, and the abilities of agency personnel. Between 1893 and 1908, agents
were phased out, and the administration of reservations came under the control
of school superintendents who, along with other field personnel, were placed
under Civil Service re~ulations. This was a complex evolutionary process that
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involved the development of regulations and the elimination of denominational
and military participation in the management of reservations. The school superintendents became central to reservation· management because education was
regarded as the key to assimilation.
In dealing with education, the author points out that a very large majority of
Indian youth were dependent on government-run schools. In 1883, of eighty-two
boarding schools supported by government funds, only fifteen were contract schools
run by churches. Tables of federal expenditures reflect a growing commitment to
Indian education in the last quarter of the nineteenth century, and the use of
denominational contract schools may be viewed as a stop-gap measure while the
government expanded its educational facilities and brought them under centralized control through a system ofcivil service appointment and frequent inspection.
The conflict between Commissioner Thomas J. Morgan and the Catholic Bureau
ofIndian Missions in the early 1890s is seen as the final stage in bringing education
largely under the control of the Indian Office. This portion of the book needs,
however, to be supplemented with Francis Paul Prucha's recent study of Catholic
education on reservations supported with tribal and trust funds. In view of Prucha's
evidence, the Indian Office does not appear as "well-bounded" against external
influences by 1900 as the author thinks.
The major contribution of the book is that it provides an institutional framework
and a conceptual focus for studying well-known materia!. It also underscores the
importance of giving more attention to the subJect ofIndian education as compared
with land allotment in studying the policy of assimilation. One can quarrel with
statements regarding the origins of the reservation system and the role of the
Board of Indian Commissioners (pp.70 and 77), which gave advice on policy from
the beginning, and still appreciate this monograph as a valuable contribution to
scholarship.
St. Olaf College

HENRY E. FRITZ

CHIEF LEFT HAND: SOUTHERN ARAPAHO. By Margaret Coe!. Norman: University
ofOklahoma Press, 1981. Pp. xiv, 338. Illus., notes, bibliog., index. $15.95.
LEFT HAND WAS AHUGE, handsome Arapaho Indian, friendly to whites and able
to speak not only Arapaho and Cheyenne but also English, perhaps learned from
his brother-in-law, Indian trader John Poisa!. Like the Cheyenne chief Black
Kettle, Left Hand believed that coexistence with the white man on the plains of
Colorado· was possible.
When gold seekers arrived, Left Hand and his people were friendly, supposing
the intruders would leave when they found their gold. They did not leave; by
1859 they had settled on the site of Denver that belonged to the Indians. Arapaho
and Cheyenne leaders and United States agents met to resolve the problem at
Fort Wise on the Arkansas. The Indians were duped into accepting arid reservations in eastern Colorado where they were expected to settle and farm like
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white men. A succession of dishonest government agents frustrated the Indians;
their braves became aggressive; inflammatory newspaper accounts whipped up
the people of Denver to panic; the personal ambitions of Gov. John Evans and
military commander Col. John Chivington overcame their responsibility to the
public; and the result was war between Arapahos and Cheyennes and the' white
men. Left Hand and Black Kettle withdrew their people to a remote camp on
Sand Creek (now Big Sandy) to stay out of the fight, and several army officers
assured them they would be safe there. In November 186{ Colonel Chivington
and an army of citizen-soldiers marched 'from Denver and surprised the Indian
camp, killing'most of the Indians and savagely mutilating their bodies. Left Hand
was mortally wounded in the battle.
"
Margaret Coe! tells this appalling story in a plain, forthright style that should
appeal to many readers. She does not pretend to scholarly detachment, and her
sympathies are with the Indians, as must be those of any disinterested reader, of
testimony taken at government investigations of the massacre. The story has been
told time and time again. Coel adds nothing new, or does she neglect any important
information provided by earlier writers. Her book is a good synthesis, attractively
presented.
The author is not yet a well-seasoned scholar. Her work contains just a sprinkle
of unwarranted assumptions, unreferenced assertions, unreasoned conclUSions,
and a big unresolved conflict as to the identity of her subject. Coel states that
Left Hand's Indian name was Niwot, and that Niwot means "left-handed" in
Arapapho. She does not give a source for either statement, nor does she prove
that the references to Niwot were not to a younger Arapaho chief named Left
Hand or Niwot. My research leads me to believe that Coel's Left Hand ~as not
called Niwot at all, but Namus. Left Hand (Namus) appears in three primilry
sources. Lt. James Abert met him in September 1846 at Bent's Fort with a group
of Cheyenne. Abert's. private diary and official report give Left ,Hand's Indian
name as "Namus" and "Ah-mah-nah-co, The Bear Above," a name he acquired
after an act of valor. Abert's text and sketches show Namus to be large, exceptionally tall, handsome, friendly to whites, and helpful to Abert in compiling a
Cheyenne glossary. This same man signed, as a Cheyenne, the Fort Wise treaty
of 1861, his name being recorded as "A-am-a-na-co, Left Hand or Namos." Namus
appears again in Alexander Barclay~s diary at Hardscrabble on 10 June 1846 as
"Poisel's Indian Namus:~ which Coel quotes. At this point Coel is not quite honest
with us. Her footnote to Barclay's diary says, "Barclay was also the first to render
Left Hand's Arapaho name as Namus. In subsequent years Niwot would also be
rendered Niwathit, Nawat, Nawatch, Norwatch, and. Norwanche...." She ,attempts here to pass off:'Namus" as a variant of "Niwot," while denying that Niwot
and Namus were the same man.
Coe! does not identify her Niwot with Namus,because in two of the three
references Namus is associated with Cheyennes rather than Arapahos, which.is
more easily explained than how two Indians named Left Hand, in the same era,
at the same place, both extraordinarily tall and handsome, friendly to whites,
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linguistically talented, and related to a white man named Poisal, are not one and
the same person. As a scholar, Coel has an obligation to follow the evidence
wherever it may lead and to explain any inconsistencies or conflict in her sources.

Colorado Springs, Colo.

JANET LECOMPTE

INDIANS, BUREAUCRATS, AND LAND: THE DAWES ACT AND THE DECLINE OF INDIAN
FARMING. By Leonard A. Carlson. Contributions in Economics and Economic
History, no. 36. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1981. Pp. xii, 219. Illus.,
notes, appendixes, bibliog., index. $29.95.
JUDGED EITHER AS A PROGRAM to advance the welfare of American Indians or to
promote the economic development of those on reservations, allotment of tribal
lands in severalty "was a disaster," writes Leonard A. Carlson. "Rather than encourage Indian farmers, it led to a significant decline in Indian farming" (p. 174).
This conclusion will not surprise historians, but the economist's analysis of the
implementation and effects of the Dawes Act from 1887 to 1934 makes the work
a valuable contribution to Indian studies.
Carlson uses published primary (mostly government) and secondary sources
and combines traditional methods with those of the new economic history. The
core of the book involves the testing of models and gives quantitative reinforcement to generally accepted views. The writer's first major conclusion is that in
area after area the needs ofwhites, rather than Indian readiness, led to the opening
of tribal lands. His second, that allotment actually hindered the development of
Indian farming and ranching, is no more surprising. Carlson's approach and methods are revealing, nevertheless.
Indian farming was often developing favorably before allotment, the economist
claims. Contrary to the assumptions of the late nineteenth-century reformers,
Indians rarely engaged in "common" agricultural enterprises, rather benefitting
from a "system of use rights," "a workable system of private property" (pp. 88,
167) - though not in the American sense. Allotment was intended, among other
things, to increase Indian incentives to farm their lands and to help them learn
new skills. "It had the opposite result in many cases," writes Carlson. "Indians
often reduced the amount of land they farmed and remained relatively isolated
from the white settlers," who sometimes became the majority on the reservation
(p. 160).
Carlson concedes that allotment may not have been "the only factor that mattered in shaping economic changes among Indians" (p. 141), but he gives too little
consideration to other possible factors. In a recent dissertation (1977), Frederick
E. Hoxie showed deep changes in the attitudes of those interested in the "Indian
problem" around the turn of the century. Might such changes have had an effect
on Indian life? The larger context, in other words, deserves more attention, even
in a specialized study. There is much repetition, sometimes helpful, sometimes
irritating.
Those, like the present reviewer, who are unversed in cliometrics will find the
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quantitative methodology difficult, but in general the book is clearly written. The
approaches are effectively explained and the argument backed by copious statistic;:.al material, in the text and appendixes. Carlson claims no magic for newer
methods, stressing the need to combine traditional and quantitative approaches.
He is aware of the complexity of the issues-for Indians, reformers, and the
government in 1887, as well as for historians since. And for economists-he also
examines the Dawes Act from the perspective of the economic theory of property
rights. Admitting the difficulty of arriving at criteria for evaluating such an ambitious cross-cultural experiment, Carlson attempts a systematic appraisal of the
act of 1887, based on a number of valid criteria. By almost all these criteriaexcept that of opening "unused" tribal lands to whites-the policy failed dismally.
Finally, Carlson suggests an alternative policy, tribal-based, one that would
have sought to conserve the best of the past while helping Indians adapt to the
realities of the 1880s. He acknowledges that such an approach would never have
been acceptable to the reformers. But it might have achieved many of their goals
more effectively than did the "strikingly perverse policy" (p. 111) that the government actually forced on mostly reluctant Indians, ostensibly for their own
good.

University of ]yviiskylii, Finland

MICHAEL C. COLEMAN

PAPAGOS AND POLITICS. By Peter Blaine, Sr., with Michael S. Adams. Tucson:
The Arizona Historical Society, 1981. Pp. 145. Illus., notes, index. $15.00 cloth;
$10.00 paper.
PETER BLAINE'S NARRATIVE is an important contribution to our understanding of
the so-called "Indian New Deal" of the mid-1930s-one of the most sweeping
federal experiments in social change of this century. His grassroots perspective
is an interesting and refreshing complement to the generalizing and theoretical
cant of accounts written by academics and government administrators. Although
describing events of almost fifty years ago, he puts us in touch with issues still
simmering and contradictions still unresolved. Much of what he has to say about
his experience should be familiar and instructive to other Indian tribal leaders
and students of reservation politics today.
For example, he discusses the ideal of popular consensus in Papago decisionmaking. According to tradition, the good leader carefully explains options to his
people and lets them come eventually to agreement. To use anthropologist Henry
Dobyns's phrase, he "persuades rather than pushes." Yet in Peter Blaine's active
years the ideal was constantly challenged by the reality of dealing with Anglo
government agents pushing for quick decisions. This ideal-real discontinuity still
prevails in many reservation communities.
The good leader ideally should work diligently to get something for his people,
typically in the form of federal government benefits. But getting something is
actually difficult for underpaid tribal chairpersons whose terms of office last only
one year; Blaine shares with leaders of other tribes the conviction that one or
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two years is simply not enough time for an executive to plan, apply for, and
supervise the operation of federal program benefits.
Then there is community factionalism. As on some other reservations, that on
the Papago reservation ostensibly pits Papago Protestants against Papago Catholics; but the more fundamental cleavage is between those favoring traditional
ways and those seeking "modernization." Thus for the tribal leader, getting something for the people may involve deciding which people are to benefit. The ideal
of consensus under such conditions is virtually impossible to achieve. Blaine
describes his efforts to weave his way among the factions and keeps reminding
readers, as he presumably did his constituents, of the consensual idea. Yet he
tends to side with the tradition-oriented group.
Ideally, too, the good leader among Papagos and other tribes should be capable
of standing up to government administrators in asserting tribal interests (including
the preservation of precious tribal water rights). As other tribal leaders often do,
Blaine retrospectively portrays himself as a forceful tribal advocate in skirmishes
with the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Yet the assertiveness must always leave room
for compromise, and Blaine displays evident talent as a mediator or broker between Papagos and Anglos. His broker quality is abetted by his extensive work
and educational experience among Anglos-he knows their ways-and by a selfconfident eagerness to remain in the public eye.
This oral history is not intended as a well-rounded ethnographic account of
Papago life. There are references to Papago ceremonies, kinship and family relations, and tribal sub-group interaction. Editor Michael S. Adams has wisely
arranged the fairly short chapters in chronological order rather than by topic and
presents a brief introduction to each chapter to help the reader understand the
context of Blaine's recollection. The narrative should appeal to readers from a
variety of backgrounds.

University of Connecticut

ROBERT L. BEE

CROSSCURRENTS ALONG THE COLORADO: THE IMPACTS OF GOVERNMENT POLICY
ON THE QUECHAN INDIANS" By Robert L. Bee. Tucson: University of Arizona
Press, 1981. Pp. xix, 184. illus., notes, index, references.' $18.50 cloth; $7.50
paper.
IN RECENT YEARS SEVERAL significant new studies have appeared dealing with
federal Indian policy, but little attention has been devoted to microcosmic investigations of its effects on particular tribal groups throughout the entire history
of Anglo-Indian relations. Robert Bee has provided a valuable case study of this
type, focusing on the Quechan, or Yuma, Indians, who reside on a reservation in
extreme southeastern California near the confluence of the Colorado and Gila
rivers.
Mter a brief description of traditional Quechan culture and lifestyle, Professor
Bee divides his narrative chronologically into four major parts, beginning each
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with a general treatment of the government's Indian policy during that period.
He then deals with its impact on the Quechans, how they adjusted, and how the
effects frequently differed from stated goals and predictions by policymakers. The
latter discrepancy is explained by a process of "internal colonialism," a model that
Bee uses and that has been used recently by other scholars of Indian policy as
well. As colonizers, the government subordinated the needs of the colonized
Quechans to those of the Angl~s. This involved all-too-familiar stories of economic
control ov'er Indian resources, flagrant violation of treaties, and either the elimination of tribal·leaders or their transformation into administrators of policy and
programs over which they had no control. Even cultural assimilation was never
intended to succeed but should also "be seen as part of a strategy for economic
manipulation of Quechan resources insofar as it was aimed at undermining any
community solidarity.... "
Bee does not portray the Quechans as fixed and unchanging recipients of policy
handed down. Some characteristics remained consistent, such as family and kinship ties, a consensual style of decision-making, and informal organizational structures, and .the Indians adjusted to changes within the context of these traditions.
But they also became increasingly skillful at using the Anglo world to gain their
objectives, from hiring white attorneys in the 1800s to pressuring various branches
of government in bringing about some of the development programs of the 1960s
and 70s.
While much of the content is not new or surprising to students of Indian policy,
Professor Bee offers several conclusions that will be of interest to them. For
example, he seems to support those recent works that emphasize the shortcomings
of John Collier's Indian Ne~ Deal and Indian Reorganization Act (IRA). Bee not
only cites familiar problems, such as tribal factionalism and the undermining of
traditional political structures, but adds that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA)
did not loosen the reins of authority and never allowed anything close to the goal
of a consensual relationship between tribes and the government. He stresses that
a simple lack of understanding was responsible for much of the Quechan skepticism
of the IRA, and he blames the BIA for presenting the program in a style and in
forums very different from traditional Quechan methods of community c~mmu~
nication. The impact of the Indian War on Poverty in the 1960s was far greater
and long-lasting, largely because of the investment of more federal dollars.
Several portions of this brief work call for more explanation, especially the
termination policies of the 1950s, which are not dealt with except for a brief
treat~ent of Relocation. Termination must have been an important concern among
the Quechans since several bills were considered in Congress to terminate all
Californi~ tribes,. and the Mission Indian Federation (which Bee notes was a force
in reservation politics) was in the forefront of groups agitating for their p~ssage.
Nonetheless, this book makes an important contribution, and one can only hope
that we see more Similar case studies.

Northern Montana College

LARRY BURT
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AN ETHNOGRAPHY OF SANTA CLARA PUEBLO, NEW MEXICO. By W. W. Hill. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1982. Pp. xxxi, 400. Illus., appendixes, glossary, bibliog., index. $35.00.
THIS MAJOR WORK on the second largest Tewa pueblo, with emphasis on ceremonial
organization and which Hill was assembling in 1972 at the time of his death,
records a period during which much change took place at Santa Clara. While its
culture has been relatively untouched by the Western European, there have been
interesting changes. Inclusion of data from Jean Allard Jeanc;on's field notes compiled between 1904 and 1930 and scattered but minimal information in late nineteenth- and early twentieth-century studies, along with items from Elsie Clews
Parsons' publications, provide information no longer available from informants.
Certain early practices such as hunting and gathering, obtaining salt from the
Estancia Valley, use of flint and steel (for fire making) as well as stone axes, manos,
and metates, demonstrate changes that have occurred in the last eighty to one
hundred years. Warfare to obtain livestock, captives (who were sold), and jewelry
began disappearing in the early American Period. The coverage of the life cycle
and social organization indicate additional changes in attitudes or functions, such
as the shift in the council as an agency of the cacique with emphasis on religious
controls to a role more like a legislative and judicial body as a result of the
constitution of 1935.
Another aspect of acculturation was the heavy influence of Christianity on
religious and secular behavior pertaining to birth, marriage, and death. Factionalism since the late 1700s, brought about by acceptance of some Western European
practices, also contributed to change in relationships, particularly between the
moieties.
Agriculture, which included cotton and tobacco, was conducted by patrilineal
extended families and had village-wide obligations. Seemingly, no religious activity is directly related to farming, which has decreased since the 1940s due to
wage and craft work.
Trade, under religious leaders and with associated religious rites, was conducted
primarily to obtain ceremonial or luxury items from neighboring pueblos. Formal
trade, however, was carried on with Plains tribes and took several months, often
combined with traders from other pueblos. Although Hill does not comment on
this system of trade, perhaps it represents a survival of an earlier Mexican pochteca-like enterprise.
Editor Lange, who wrote the pref;lce, introduction, geographical, and historical
se~tions, does an excellent job in retaining Hill's planned format, though not in
separate volumes as originally conceived, indicating that Hill wished to pursue
various aspects of the subject matter to a considerable extent. However, Lange
introduces occasional comments where pertinent but keeps them to a minimum.
This work is an excellent addition to the literature on the Pueblo people even
though Hill was not able to carry it as far as he had planned.

Santa Fe

ALBERT H. SCHROEDER
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SEMANA SANTA IN THE SIERRA TARAHUMARA: A COMPARATIVE STUDY IN THREE
COMMUNITIES. By John G. Kennedy and RauiA. L6pez. Los Angeles: University
of California, 1981. Occasional Papers of the Museum of Cultural History,
University of California, Los Angeles, no. 4. Pp. 78. Illus., notes, bibliog.,
appendixes. $10.00.
IT IS NOT EASY TO RECORD the Holy Week activities in a Tarahumara community.
In this monograph, John Kennedy and Raul L6pez must be commended for their
efforts to set down in print the highly complex pageantry occurring with infinite
variations during "Semana Santa" throughout Chihuahua's Sierra Madre Occidental.
Selecting three "villages" at different levels of acculturation and Christianization-Sisoguichic, Samachique, and Aboreachie--they have detailed, as far as the
human eye can grasp, the processions, dances, rituals, and gatherings for the
drinking of sugiii, the native liquor more popularly known as tesgiiino, that they
observed during the pre-Easter period.
The discussion of each community is divided into two parts: organization and
events. The division of the participants into two groups, fariseos and soldados,
fariseos and moros, judas and fariseos, as the case may be, is explained. While
there are many variations in the pattern of the "events," the similarities are equally
striking. No two villages are'alike, and other communities follow patterns different
from any of these three, a fact of which the authors are quite aware. However,
their sampling is as representative as could be found anywhere.
An especially interesting part of this small book is the section devoted to
interpretations of the ritual. Explanations are hard to come by, and the answer,
as stated in the book, is usually "Because that is how we do it." The roots of the
ceremonial practices are clearly aboriginal, though superficially the pattern is
strongly Catholic. As the authors point out, however, the proportions in the
mixture vary locally according to the degree of church influence. They conclude
that, for the Tarahumaras, the purpose of these activities may be: 1. To celebrate
aboriginal fertility rites, especially in connection with the Judas figure or figures
around which a substantial part of the activities are centered. (A special appendix
on the carving of the Judas is included.) 2. To allow Indians to assert their individuality, since during Holy Week their Easter sodalities take over authority from
the regular government. 3. To enjoy the drinking of sugiii and the social gatherings
that this entails.
Any deeper meanings that may exist have most likely been forgotten by the
Indians themselves. In the same way as we of the "civilized" world celebrate the
Christ story and simultaneously fill baskets with Easter eggs and chocolate rabbits-a likely vestige of early pagan rites of spring-so have the Tarahumaras
combined earlier traditions with the newer story told them by the missionaries
and find no conflict in this. The social gatherings are ritually important and have
always been a dominant feature of Tarahumara life, taking place at all festivals.
This custom, practiced before the Christians came, is still observed in the re-

94

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW 58:1

1983

maining gentile communities, as Kennedy has described so well in his previous
books on these more remote areas.
This monograph is basically an excellent assemblage of very detailed and commentated field notes, 'often requiring close concentration to follow the ins and
outs of the proceedings. Although the layman may find the book rather exacting
reading, the photographs are helpful and thoroughly illustrate the text. The diagrams of the procession routes are extremely useful. For the reader interested in
studying the seldom-described details of Semana Santa in the Sierra Tarahumara,
the information in this paper is invaluable. In fact, this is a work that students in
the field of Tarahumara culture have long been awaiting.

Arizona State Museum
University of Arizona

MADELEINE TURRELL RODACK

SACRED WORDS: A STUDY OF NAVAJO RELIGION AND PRAYER By Sam D. Gill.
Westport, Conn.; Greenwood Press, 1981. Pp. xxvi, 257. lUus., notes, bibliog.,
index. $29.95.
SACRED WORDS is a structural analysis of Navajo prayer, a study of "prayer acts"
based on a structural comparison of some 300 prayer texts. As Gill's term "prayer
acts" indicates, he prefers to see these items not as separate texts but as records
of actual ritual performances. Nonetheless, most of the material available to him
for study was not thought of or collected with this live and dynamic view in mind.
These items exist in books, notes, and archives as texts and are usually given
without all the rich details of live context, intonation, gesture, ritual acts, and
meaning that one would like to see. For this reason, Gill does not pretend that
this book is in the fullest sense a study of the meaning of prayer acts.
The constituent elements, or "units," of Navajo prayer texts are ·given by Gill
in a list on page fourteen. Unlike the structural system of Claude Levi-Strauss,
Gill does not here posit a super-organic structure of which these units may be
considered parts, nor does he, like Vladimir Propp, put forward only those morphological characteristics that can be described as functions of the dramatis personae. Rather, these units are the building blocks of sacred speech events that
mayor may not use a narrative thread, that mayor may not tie in closely with
other similar structures, but that always localize the ritual being performed,
provide offerings toward its efficacious fulfillment, express a rather specific plea
to the sacred spirits whose powers are being engaged for the purpose of curing
someon~, and that outline the detailed unfolding of a ritual act that must be
performed and sung with great precision. Gill's system dissects the articulations
that reflect the Navajo belief that reality-especially ritual reality and matters of
health-is created, perhaps even imposed on the world, and controlled by a
spoken or sung language. As Gill shows, these units do occur in rather predictable
order, and this makes them susceptible to structural analysis and discussion. Even
though the material that Gill has used has been mostly preserved in written form,
he does take up the matter of style in chapter thirteen, "Poetry, Performance,
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and Creativity," a brief but provocative essay that suggests the other dimensions
that need to be kept in mind when one approaches the architectural particularities
of Navajo prayers.
A brief critique of Reichard's analysis of Navajo ritual shows quickly and clearly
some of Reichard's errors and indicates some meaningful areas where further
scrutiny may reveal richer aspects of form and function. It is characteristic of Gill
that this section is written with kindness and a gentle regard for the pioneering
work of Gladys Reichard. There is also a critique of Father Berard Haile's materials, a comparison of his work 'with that of Reichard, and excellent but brief
commentaries on the work of Wyman and Kluckhohn on the classification and
description of Navajo ceremony. At the end of the book is a finely detailed set of
diagrams (twenty-four pages long) of Navajo prayer structure, summarizing in
clear form the matters brought up and discussed in the book. A full and up-todate bibliography is also provided.
If there is a single complaint one may make about this book, it is that it is too
brief. Gill is a good writer, and his discussions are direct, informative and informed, and reliable. One finishes each chapter with a wish that there could have
been more discussion, especially with regard to modem prayer performances
among the Navajos. Even so, as it stands, it is the most clear and.reliable single
book on Navajo prayers published to date.

University of Oregon

BARRE TOELKEN

THE CHASES OF CIMARRON: BIRTH OF THE CATTLE INDUSTRY IN CIMARRON. 18671900. By Ruth W. Armstrong. Albuquerque: New Mexico Stockman, 1981. Pp.
ix, 181. Illus., index. $9.30.
MANLY M. CHASE with his wife, Theresa, pulled a wagon loaded with clothing,
household goods, and family keepsakes onto the Maxwell land grant of northeastern New Mexico in 1867. After negotiating the purchase of range land from
Lucien Maxwell on the Vermejo River, Chase commenced a long and eventful
career in the burgeoning cattle industry of the territory of New Mexico.
In The Chases of Cimarron, travel writer Ruth Armstrong recounts Chase's
struggles, successes; and failures as he expanded his cattle ventures throughout
the territory. At one time during the 1880s, Chase was either stockholder or officer
in seven large New Mexico cattle companies' outfits that encompassed more than
one million acres of land spread over four counties. He pioneered several innovative management techniques in directing these large outfits, many of which
other large operators in the territory adopted.
Drawing. from Chase's meticulous business and· personal records, interviews
with existing relatives, and period newspapers, Armstrong relates the Chase story
in a popular narrative interlaced with fabricated dialogue. Dialogue gave her the
opportunity, as she 'states in the preface, to. make her characters "become real
people to the reader," as. they did to her.
Still, The Chases of Cimarron suffers from a lack of documentation. Aside from
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reviewing her sources in the preface, the author compiled no formal bibliography.
She failed to footnote her chapters. These regrettable omissions leave the book
of nominal value to the researcher.
In addition, there are a number of annoying inaccuracies throughout the book.
The author states that Maxwell's father-in-law was granted land in the northeastern
part of the province of New Mexico in 1843. From a brieflook at several competent
secondary works, she could have easily discovered the correct date of January
1841. She also repeatedly misspells the last word of the Jicarilla Apache chief as
Juan Brailla, instead of the correct Barilla or Barela.
That Armstrong has not participated in many cattle brandings is evidenced by
her brief paragraph on the subject (p. 78). A man on horseback who ropes calves
and drags them to a branding fire is a "roper" or "calf dragger," not a "flanker."
The flankers throw and hold down calves once they have been dragged to the
fire so that they may be branded, earmarked, and castrated. Furthermore, a
flanker best not grab a calf's leg to throw him as the author suggests, for that is
an excellent way to get kicked!
Nonetheless, The Chases of Cimarron is a significant contribution to the rather
sparse literature devoted to New Mexico's cattle frontier. The author was able to
capture a sense of life as it was on the plains and mountains of New Mexico during
the latter part of the nineteenth century, and for that her book serves a useful
purpose.

Philmont Scout Ranch

STEPHEN ZIMMER

AMERICAN FARMERS: THE NEW MINORITY. By Gilbert C. Fite. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1981. Pp. ix, 265. Illus., notes, index. $19.50.
IN AN ERA DURING WHICH scholars of the urban experience have all but dominated
the writing of United States history, it is salutary to have available a solid and
readable account of American farmers whose contributions to domestic and world
economies have been so crucial. Although the author declares that his account of
American agriculture since 1920 was written for the general reader and not for
specialists, his analysis in fact informs the understanding of all scholars and students of twentieth-century history. Gilbert Fite, born and reared on a South
Dakota farm, for many years a professor of agricultural history on the southern
plains and more recently at the University of Georgia, manifests a knowledge of
and respect for family farmers that is rooted in first-hand experience and life-long
observation and study. Aware of the persisting authority of agricultural fundamentalism in the shaping ofideals and programs, his sympathetic narrative analysis
has nothing of romance or special pleading in it. Even with the application of
science and technology, which greatly lightened the human burden, farming
continued to entail drudgery, monotony, and high risk.
Important chapters detail the story of farm politics and government policythe long battle for parity, the shifting of legislative strategies from marketing to
controlled production and credit programs, rural electrification, and the man-
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agement of surpluses-and set forth the steady decline in rural influence rooted
in the simple demographic facts· that by 1980 farmers made up only 3 percent of
the total population, and that only a handful of Congressmen numbered as many
as a quarter of their constituents as agricultural producers. But Fite's account
dwells at greater length, as it rightly should, on the emergence (at an accelerated
pace since World War· II) of a farm economy capitaI- and energy-intensive, involving constant technological innovation, and demanding highly sophisticated
managerial skills. The introduction of specialized and expensive machines, development of hybrid seeds, the extensive application of chemicals (fertilizers,
pesticides, and herbicides), the expanded use of commercial feeds-these constituted the basic dynamic forces that transformed the countryside. Economic
necessity-"the almost constant cost-price squeeze on farmers"-dictated a steady
growth in size of farm operation until by "1978 only 200,000 farmers produced
some two-thirds of all agricultural products; [and] a mere 50,000 of the largest
operators received about 35 percent of the total cash receipts from farming" (p.
240). For generations as much a commercial enterprise as a way of life, farming
became "a large and serious business"; and the traditional ideal of the family farm
had to find its chief celebrants "among those who did not have to make a living
on the farm" (pp. 240, 238).
American Farmers carries an authority arising naturally from a lifetime of earnest
scholarship. Laced with significant statistical data, the book depicts clearly the
forest and the trees (or perhaps one would write the field and the ears of com).
One hopes that Fite's findings and balanced judgments will find their way into
the understanding of professional historians, eager students, and concerned citizens.

University of Minnesota

CLARKE A. CHAMBERS

SPANISH CITY PLANNING IN NORTH AMERICA. By Dora P. Crouch, Daniel J. Garr,
and Axel I. Mundigo. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1982. Pp. xxii, 298. Illus.,
notes, bibliog., index. $35.00.
SPANISH CITY PLANNING IN NORTH AMERICA considers the New World as the
purest area for studying the Renaissance city in its most fully developed form.
Although the product of three authors with related urban specialties, the book
emerges more like a collection of separate essays than as an integrated whole.
Indeed, some of the chapters have previously been published in separate journals
of history and city planning and therefore seem almost to stand alone in their
content. After a general overview and discussion of city planning ordinances as
an embodiment of Renaissance urban thought, the authors turn to specific laws
of the Indies representing Hispanic traditions. The planning and history of Santa
Fe, St. Louis, and Los Angeles are studied in detail, although the impact of their
common heritage-simplicity of form and complexity of social structure-is not
well defined.
The theme of the work is commonality and the tenacity of Renaissance forms
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within the Hispanic World. The three chosen cities embody the idea that "like
the colonial cities of the Roman Empire, those of the Spanish Empire were
conceived and :executed as propaganda vehicles, symbolizing and incarnating
civilization" (p. xx), Nevertheless, the specific events of history, which are duly
chronicled, are so different among the' three that the parallels are limited, The
fact that all three followed similar laws for town founding taken from the Laws
of the Indies is only a minor aspect of their urban progress in comparison to the
diverse events of their founding and development. Each separate story is, however, complete and well illustrated with early views, plans, and maps.
Author Daniel Garr does an excellent job showing how other cities in California
had difficulties developing in the traditional manner. For example, there were no
provisions for towns arising out of presidios as at Monterey and San Diego .. Even
though the founders of Los Angeles followed the basic ordinances of the Laws of
the Indies for town founding, the lack of available civilian settlers prevented its
remaining a transmitter of Renaissance urban principles.
The laws governing the founding of civilian settlements are based upon a series
of 148 ordinances issued by Philip II in 1573 and are fairly well known to most
scholars of Hispanic American history. A group of them (reprinted from Zelia
Nuttall's translation) have been included in a basic text of readings edited for
students by Lewis Hanke, so a reference to their appearance in "an obscure
periodical" (the Hispanic American Historical Review) as "the only access to them
for English language readers" makes them seem more mysterious than they really
are. The authors point out that the Nuttall translation is inadequate and incomplete, so Axel Mundigo, with the help of Dora Crouch, has offered a new translation with thirty additional ordinances. These are followed by an extensive
commentary. The authors use a manuscript copy published in Mexico's Boletin
del Archivo General de la Nacion (May-June 1935).
The book is attractively printed with abundant illustrations. The bibliography,
endnotes, and index are very helpful. City planners, as well as historians, will
find the book useful-especially since the many evidences of environmental protection and long-range planning offer an interesting antidote to modern-day critics
of urban congestion.

University of San Diego

IRIS H. W. ENGSTRAND

OVER THE CHIHUAHUA AND SANTA FE TRAILS, 1847-1848; GEORGE RUTLEDGE
GIBSON'S JOURNAL. Edited and annotated by Robert W. Frazer. Albuquerque:
University of New Mexico Press with the Historical Society of New Mexico,
1981. Pp. xii, 111. lIlus., notes, bibliog. $7.95 paper.
THIS BOOK IS THE FIRST in a projected series on neglected aspects of New Mexico
history to be published through a joint-venture arrangement by the Historical
Society of New Mexico and the University of New Mexico Press. The selection
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of George Rutledge Gibson's Chihuahua and Santa Fe Trails journals is a fo'rtunate
beginning. The little volume is a gem of trail lore and meticulous editing..
At the outbreak of the Mexican War in 1846, Gibson volunteered to march in
Stephen Watts Kearny's Army of the West from Missouri to Santa Fe. Following
three months of respite and boredom in the New Mexico capital, Gibson accompanied Col. Alexander Doniphan to Chihuahua. Gibson's account of his experiences from Missouri to Chihuahua were published in 1935 in Ralph P. Bieber,
ed., Journal of a Soldier Under Kearny and Doniphan, 1846--1847 (Glendale:
Afthur H. Clark Company). The present publication of Gibsop's journal of his
r~turn from Chihuahua to' Missouri completes this important first-hand view of
the Mexican War and travel between Chihuahua and Mi~s~uri by way of Santa
Fe.
The book's value is twofold. The publication of the journal will be welcomed
by the writers and readers'ofhistory, the one for research purposes, and the other
for the tangy juice of history that is,the delight of the zealots who have discovered
these elements from which history is written. This reviewer is not among those
who groan at the publication of yet another travel journal. The more the better,
I say.
The second contribution of the book is in Robert W. Frazer's careful editing.
Through diligent research, he is able to describe Gibson's year in Santa Fe, which
interrupted his trip homeward from Chihuahua. This task was difficult because
Gibson kept no journal during the year, believing that anything worth knowing
could be found in the Santa Fe Republican. Indeed, Gibson edited this first
American newspaper published in New Mexico: Frazer identifies most of the
people Gibson mentions in the course of his travels-and apologizes for his failure
to identifY all of them--'--thus adding to the book's 'interest and its use as a research
tool.
'
Gibson's journal ,entries for the most part are straightforward and factual, as
one might expect from the pen of one who is pausing just for a moment between
hard labor and sleep. He was no poet, but he sometimes wrote with feeling, as
during a pleasant evening on the plains when he and his companions were "smoking and reposing on the ground, as the sun shed his silvery and mild light over
us and then dropped in the western Horizon" (p. 73).
,Like many of his military contemporaries, Gibson spent few kinds words on
Mexicans. His attitudes, including, prejudice, are' illustrated by a visit with a
Mexican acquaintance near El Paso. Gibson comments on their friendship, but
adds that "like all Mexicans he is tricky and I watched him closely without being
able to discover anything" (p. 21).
'
Inevitably, one looking for mistakes will find them. Kearny left Fort Leavenworth'a colonel, not a general (p. 41, n. 2). He did not receive the happy news
of his promotion until the commission reached him near Las Vegas. A bit more
serious is the error on the Chihuahua-Santa Fe map. Gibson did not travel the
southern part of the Jornada del Muerto between Robledo and Aleman. His party
instead continued along the course of the Rio Grande beyond Robledo to San
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Diego before turning northward to begin the dreaded Jornada. There is little else
to fault here, in the editing or in the printing.
The book is readable and useful. It is a worthy announcement by Society and
Press for their new series.

San Joaquin Delta College

HARLAN HAGUE

REFORMA MEXICO AND THE UNITED STATES: A SEARCH FOR ALTERNATIVES TO
ANNEXATION, 1854-1861. By Donathon C. Olliff. University: The University of
Alabama Press, 1981. Pp. viii, 213. Notes, bibliog., index. $21.50.
THIs PROVOCATIVE TITLE PROVIDES a good study of relations between Mexico and
the United States during a period of agonizing transition running from expansionism to the beginnings of North American economic imperialism. Researching
this period was not an easy task, as the internal politics of the two countries were
complicated to say the least; the neighbor to the south was preparing for civil
war, and the northern one's forces were massing for similar reasons. Until now
we have had studies, done with unilateral sources, and in the case of Mexican
historiography, partisan ones. The conservatives claimed to have fought "to preserve the country's sovereignty" and the liberals to have saved Mexico from greater
evils. Donathon Olliff's book is based on impeccable research. He is well acquainted with the historical backgrounds of the two countries, and frequently he
has consulted the pertinent archives of both nations and has managed to overcome
that slightly contemptuous tone of voice that the majority of North American
diplomatic historians have when dealing with the past of a weak neighbor. The
book can be read with ease, although at times it commits, as many works of
diplomatic history do, the small sin of falling into excessive detail. However, he
does give a clear picture of the unfortunate course of Mexican diplomacy during
the frustrated American expansionism of the 1850s.
The book will oblige readers to make adjustments and corrections in their
opinions, as a good history book should. Minister Gadsden turns out to be less
sinister and opportunistic; he seems simply the typical liberal expansionist who
plays North America's trump card in favor of a "Puro" victory, in recognizing
Alvarez's government while still in Cuernavaca. Comonfort also turns out to be
a stronger man than expected, when at a crucial moment he accepts Miguel
Lerdo's resignation and avoids the establishment of a North American economic
protectorate over Mexico.
The book allows the reader to follow the process of North America's evaporating
hopes to obtain more land and how, instead, two ideas begin to surface in its
diplomacy: one, of establishing a protectorate that would permit the unlimited
exploitations of Mexican natural resources; the other, the introduction of economic
imperialism in Mexico, through investments and commerce, Minister Forsyth,
who took Gadsden's place, seems to have been the precursor of the economic
diplomacy, although he worked also on the possibility of a protectorate. His
influence was considerable because of his friendship with Miguel Lerdo, who
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appeared convinced that if a liberal Mexico was to survive, it would need some
form of North American protection. Olliff demonstrates how this belief seems to
have been· shared by all liberals, for even the moderate Comonfort ended up
accepting the Montes-Forsyth treaties in order to obtain U.S. financial support.
The story is long and complicated, but two things stand out. The first is that
Mexico continued to escape worse evils, thanks to fortuitous circumstances, such
as changes in the United States administration or the sectional vote in the Senate.
Second, that Mexican liberals, admirers of the United States, came to be resigned,
because of their financial straits, to giving up something in return for the support.
In this light, Olliff's conclusion that the McLane-Ocampo treaties were a victory
for Mexican diplomacy appears to be correct, since, in the end, such a rabid
expansionist as President Buchanan accepted a delay in "territorial transfer until
the Juarez government had been strengthened." I' am not convinced, however,
about his idea that the word "alliance"is simply a synonym for protectorate. Olliff
believes that the Mexican "Puros" were defending republicanism and democracy
and the majority believed that "these benefits could best be secured by establishing Mexico as an economic protectorate of the United States." He goes on to
affirm that each time a treaty was proposed envisioning some form of protectorate,
from the time of Comonfort to Juarez, no "significant public outcry against the
treaties" was made. The author forgets how small the nucleus of public opinion
was in a country of illiterates, with poor communications, and in the throes of
civil war; he also ignores the outraged cries of the conservatives, both then and
now. I have the impression that the "puro" concept of alliance was less unequal
than that ofprotectorate that Americans advocated, and that the majority of liberals
accepted any cession, simply as an inescapable lesser evil. Olliff's book, in spite
of these minor flaws, is an important contribution to the study and revision of a
crucial period of Mexican history.

El Colegio de Mexico

JOSEFINA ZORAIDA VAZQUEZ

DICfIONARY OF MEXICAN AMERICAN HISTORY. By Matt S. Meier and Feliciano
Rivera. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1981. Pp. xiii, 498. Illus., bibliog.,
appendixes, index. $35.00.
IN THE LAST TWO OR THREE YEARS, a spate of reference material has appeared in
the field of Chicano Studies. The growth of this literature attests to a couple of
things: first, the maturation of Chicano scholars who were in the schools just a
few years back; and secondly, the extent of works published by those students
and now in need ofindexing. The Dictionary of Mexican Arri.erican History reflects
this mounting sophistication in Mexican American studies.
.
The Dictionary is modeled after other existing resource texts ~iming at convenient categorization of specific subjects, for example The Handbook of Texas (3
vols.), The guide defines the term "history" broadly so that it incorp~~ates wide
and diverse aspects of the Chicano experience. In its periodization, it is in accord
with the consensus of Mexican Americanists-that the history of Texas-Mexicans
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starts with the Texas Revolution of 1836, and with the Mexican War of 1846-48
for the rest in the United States Southwest. Thus, most of the items extend back
only to 1836, though some do reach back to 1519 when Spaniards begin to intermix
with Indians. These discussions are· limited to major personalities involved in
exploration and the like, however, and are few in number.
Entries are arranged in alphabetical order, and asterisks in many entries refer
the reader to related items. Given its definition, the Dictionary is not solely a
collection of biographical sketches. Instead, the listings include in-group terms
like "agabachado" and "agringado," broad concepts like "agricultural labor" and
"regional origins in Mexican immigration," and Anglo-American men offame like
Zebulon Pike and John C. Fremont who are only peripherally connected to
Mexican American history.
A works of this magnitude is bound to have weaknesses, and a few stand out
here. Subjects receive uneven coverage and vary in quality. This perhaps_because
as many as thirty contributors were involved in the task of assisting the authors.
Jose T. Canales of Texas, thus, receives only four lines while other relatively
obscure figures get many more. Alonso Perales, the eminent Tejano lawyer and
activist of the 1920s through the 1950s, is not even listed. Further weakening the
guide is its paucity of new materials. Most of what is included is already familiar
to historians. Closely related to this is the lack of revisionist insights in some of
the entries. "Curanderismo" comes readily to mind.
These criticisms, however, do not detract from the overall quality of the Dictionary. We have here a handy compilation of items similar to the ones scholars
in other fields have long had at their disposal. The novice will learn much, for it
is written for students as well as specialists. Suggested readings that follow some
of the entries and seven appendixes, comprised in part of a bibliography, a chronology of Mexican American history, a glossary of Chicano terms, and several
maps, are assets. Everyone interested in the study of Chicanos will be interested
in this significant work.

Angelo State University

ARNOLDO DE LE6N

THE TEJANO COMMUNITY. 1836-1900. By Arnoldo De Leon, with a contribution
by Kenneth L. Stewart. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1982.
Pp. xix, 277. Illus., appendix, notes, bibliog., index. $19~ 95.
As ONCE DIDTHE WORKS OF Nava, Acuna and Servin, De Leon's The Tejano
Community, 1836-1900 should remain on the best seller list for a very long time.
Accompanied by Stewart's impressive statistics, the volume serves to fill an informational gap touching the lives of 20 percent of the state's citizens, a vacuum
that Texas historians were either unwilling or unequipped to investigate. De Leon,
however, differs substantially from the writings of other Chicano historians. First,
his volume excels with an .extended list of primary resource materials seldom
approximated by historians investigating Mexican Americans in Texas particularly
during the second half of the nineteenth century. Secondly, the author, discards
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the approach that projects Tejanos as impassive objects of exploitation. Tejanos
of the nineteenth century were not bowling pins positioned in the corridors of
time. They were active agents in creating a world for themselves in an era before
Texas moved from an agrarian economy into an industrial and urban one. The
author underscores the traditional farming skills and the often maligned industry
of Tejanos by compelling the reader to understand the word, obrero--namely a
term describing the working man; Excellence in the cattle economy handed down
from Tejano-father to Tejano-son over generations provides historical primacy to
their time-tested skills implemented in ranching and wins for these vaqueros a
role as mentors of the contemporary cowboy.
Tejanos in urban areas were notably successful in the trarisportation industry,
particularly as teamsters, and virtually monopolized the freighting business during
the antebellum period. When railroads displaced oxen and mule carts, Tejano
urban obreros joined' railroad section crews on the Texas and Mexican Railroad
and made significant contributions in uniting the nation. In Texas cities, wh~re
the Anglo community administered the economy, a large perce~tage of Tejanos
were managed as skilled artisans, manual labors, domestics, and servants. However, De Le6n also notes that many Tejanos residing in south Texas and.particularly
in Bexar County were successful physicians, lawyers, newspaper editors,. printers,
teachers, prominent merchants, and proprietors. Street vendors-albeit ministering mostly to their communities-also were real entrepreneurs in transporting
cords of wood, barrels of water, and in serving as merchants of consumable
products.
In characterizing Indo-Hispanic Catholicism, De Le6n correctly portrays Tejano
adherence to the basic tenets of Catholicism, reception of the sacraments, and
celebration of religious feast days. The author properly notes the dearth in the
number and, at times, quality of clergy on the Texas frontier. and the impact that
this lack had upon the Tejano Catholic community. The struggle to practice their
faith during the harsh years of the 1800s, however, hardly merits'for Tejanos the
dubious title ofnominal Catholics. The term is far too sociological. The phenomena
of religious belief within the Tejano community are founded on theological and
eschatological reverence for the supernatural. They were not meant to be quantified nor easily dismissed by the secular disciplines or Stoddard, Carrillo, and
Gebler. Tejanos traditionally have venerated and honored the Virgin of Guadalupe
and other saints. Attributing to them forms of adoration for the saints is to fail to
understand the religious orthodoxy of the Tejano.Catholic·community. De Le6n's
detailed account depicts the strong religious tradition of Tejanos who inherited a
deep faith from. their Indian ancestors and an intense Catholicism from their
Spanish forefathers. The pounding given to the "institutional church," though
never indicating what or who it is, reflects less historical judgment and suggests
more a preponderant behavioral theory. Historically, Latin Catholics consistently
have enjoyed a penchant for life, practicing their faith neither with Celtic rigorism
nor with Bible-belt fundamentalism. Tejano Catholics have been an integral part
of the landscape for centuries. They are an embodiment of their religious values;
.
they are in essence the church.
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The volume should be acknowledged for its historical descriptions of what
characterized Tejano culture in the nineteenth century. It should be commended
for the myriad data expertly organized into a historical narrative. The accumulation
of facts resembling the likes of an A. H. Belo .Texas Almanac and the author's
popular writing style provide the reader with an absorbing account of Tejanos.
They are depicted as a people with respect for their cultural heritage and with
flexibility to assimilate contemporary realities consistent with their ethnic-social
structure. The study reflects the author's wealth of experience about his people
and homeland; it is De Le6n the historian at his best.

San Antonio Missions National Historical Park

GILBERT R. CRUZ

MEXICAN RESISTANCE IN THE SOUTHWEST: "THE SACRED RIGHT OF SELF-PRESERVATION." By Robert J. Rosenbaum. Austin: University of Texas Press, 1981.
Pp. xii, 241. Illus., bibliog., index, appendixes. $14.95.
THIS PERCEPTIVE AND INTERESTING study of the confrontation between mexicanos
and americanos in the Southwest covers the years 1848-1916 and is written from
the standpoint ofthe conquered. Using a variety of sources that range from archival
material to folklore and field interviews, Robert J. Rosenbaum's carefully documented history of mexicano resistance to the American conquest and domination
emphasizes "what the conquest meant for the conquered, what acquisition meant
for the acquired" (p. 4).
The book examines individual and community resistance in Texas, California,
and New Mexico, but the greatest attention is given to the history of HispanoAnglo relations in the "heart of the borderlands." Individual and community
resistance movements assessed or reassessed include border disputes like the
Cortina episode and the revolutionary plot of San Diego, Texas; leaders of outlaw
bands like the legendary Joaquin Murieta and the historically real Tiburcio Vasquez; victims of "lawless law" like the border hero Gregorio Cortez; the Los
Angeles "race war" of 1856; the Maxwell Land Grant conflict; competition between
Texas cattlemen and mexicano sheepmen in Lincoln County; the White Caps of
San Miguel county; and the attempt by El Partido del Pueblo Unido "to forge a
political movement to protect and enhance the position of all mexicanos living
under the Anglo American regime" (p. 141).
The author makes good use of the literature that interprets culture, peasants,
and political violence in assessing his evidence; the result is an intellectually
stimulating book rich in insights that explain why brushfire conflicts dotted the
nineteenth-century landscape of the Southwest. Topics treated include a discussion of Anglo-American perceptions of the U.S. conquest and the involuntary
citizens that came with the land; cultural, political, and economic differences that
provoked hostility and friction; tactics used by the conquered in response to AngloAmerican attitudes and institutions;' and the types of violence employed by the
Spanish-speaking to preserve their way of life.
The most valuable contribution of this study is its conceptual analysis of what
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Carey McWilliams originally called correlated "major events in a pattern ofconflict
which has prevailed from Brownsville to Los Angeles since 1846." In addition,
by effectively refuting the Anglo-American version of a speedy conquest accepted
by a passive, backward people who would eventually benefit by the change,
Rosenbaum confirms McWilliams's idea that "the Mexican-American War was
merely an incident which arose some years before and survived long after the
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo."
•
Further research may qualifY some of the interpretations offered in this book.
For instance, Rosenbaum by following Harvey Fergusson conveys the impression
that from the eighteenth century two major classes existed in New Mexico: rieos
and pobres. The wealthy minority lived in the Rio Abajo area. "Here the great
homes of the ricos were only a few miles apart; here lived the elite who looked
for greater opportunities" (p. 24). Did these "great houses" actually exist, and
were the ricos of the nineteenth century descendants of the "right people" of the
eighteenth century? Other statements might be questioned. Nonetheless, this is
an important, concise, intelligent work that gives perspective to twentieth-century
developments in the South~est.

University of Nebraska, Lincoln

RALPH H. VIGIL

REVOLTOSOS: MEXICO'S REBELS IN THE UNITED STATES, 1903-1923. By W. Dirk
Raat. Texas A&M University Press, 1981. Pp. xviii, 344. Illus., bibliographical
essay, select directory of published materials cited, index. $22.50.
THIS IS ASTUDY, as the title indicates, of Mexican political rebels in the United
States between the Immigration Act of 1903 and the early 1920s, when the country
was affiicted with Red Scares. The revoltosos (Raat's term) were various, often
dissimilar, groups of Mexicans in political exile. Professor Raat writes: "The one
characteristic they shared was a hostility to the established Mexican government
and a desire to use the United States as a revolutionary (or counterrevolutionary)
base."
Within Mexico, the. limited modernization that resulted from the economic
policies of the Diaz regime, produced and mobilized social groups. The most
active in the pre-1911 period was the PLM (Partido Liberal Mexieano), those who
adhered to the ideas of the Flores-Magan brothers, especially Ricardo. The author
writes:
It is obvious that the intent of the Partido Liberal was to overthrow
Diaz and usher in a democratic and popular system of government.
Private property was to be preserved, but the excesses of capital were
to be curbed. Class cooperation, rather than class warfare, was stressed.
The middle-class aspirations of the working classes were to be realized, capital would be restrained but not abolished, and a democratic,
progressive, popular welfarist state would replace the old order.
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Professor Raat correctly and properly notes that these were not the precursors
of the 1910 Revolution, but "were the Revolution of 1910."
Presidents Roosevelt, Taft, and Wilson saw the developmental role of United
States capitalists as something akin to a moral responsibility. By 1914 there was
large United States investment in the border states (more than $580 million U.S.)
much of which was invested in the border states. Some of these United States
capitalists, the author notes, "held extensive properties on both sides of the
American-Mexican border. These individuals cooperated with the United States
government in a common struggle with the revoltosos. ... " These men were as
interested in the Mexican government's fight against the revolutionaries in Mexico
as they were in the U.S: government's war with the radicals at home.
Author Raat sets on a collision course these forces of industry and the forces
of labor leading to the Cananea Strike of 1906, the catalyst of the Revolution. On
the U.S. side of the border, the revoltosos, or .floresmagonistas, or PLM, were
aided by socialists and others supportive of the labor movement like Samuel
Gompers, and the 1. W. W., at least until the rise of the Madero revolution. At
the same time these Mexicans in exile incurred the wrath of the enemies of labor,
the strike breakers and capitalists, and their political clout. In exile in Laredo
and San Antonio, Texas, St. Louis, Toronto, arid Montreal, and finally Los Angeles,
the floresmagonistas continued to publish their anti-Dfaz newspapers and feel the
brunt of suppression by the Mexican and United States secret service.
The country, reacting to presidential assassinations and other stimuli, developed
extreme antiforeign sentiment. One cannot read Professor Raat's book without
being impressed with the illegal United States government suppression of civil
liberties of individuals in the United States, who acted within the law, actions
that have only recently come to light through the Freedom of Information Act
and the scholarly efforts of Professor Dirk Raat.
A word on sources is necessary: the author has prepared a bibliographical essay
describing the bibliographical aids, guides, archives, manuscript collections, published documents, newspapers, and pictorial sources used in researching this
book. Also there is an excellent bibliography or "selected directory of published
manuscripts cited," as the author has labeled it.
The research and the conclusions reached in the book are sound. It is highly
recommended for anyone interested in borderlands history, especially borderlands
social and labor history.

New Mexico Highlands

GUILLERMO Lux

THE SECRET WAR IN MEXICO: EUROPE, THE UNITED STATES AND THE MEXICAN
REVOLUTION. By Friedrich Katz. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1981.
Pp, xii, 659. Notes, archival sources, index. $30.00.
THIS BOOK IS AN AMBITIOUS attempt to link the internal dynamics of the Mexican
Revolution with the objectives of the leading foreign powers in Mexico. Although
the United States had already used the strategy in Cuba to establish its hegemony
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in the area, Friedrich Katz views the Mexican Revolution as the first major case
example where the European powers sought to exploit social conflicts and anticolonial struggles against their rivals. To this end, the various powers employed
classical nineteenth-century tactics (military intervention) as well as "modern"
devices (destabilization of regimes) in Mexico between 1910 and 1920.
That is the essence of the "secret war" in Mexico. But the story, as told by
Professor Katz; is far more complicated. In each of the major powers, Mexican
policy was the subject of much debate and conflict with the bureaucracy, between
different ministries, among special interest groups, and between them and their
governments, Moreover, the various factions in Mexico learned very quickly to
exploit the foreign rivalries for their own ends. The "core" of this able study is
therefore an evaluation of the "influence of external pressures on the programs
and policies of Mexico's revolution."
While Professor Katz examines the activities of all of the major powers, he
devotes special attention to Germany. This is partly due to the fact that The Secret
War in Mexico is a revision and expansion of his previous work Deutschland, Diaz
und die mexickanische Revolution. It also reflects Katz's contention that Germany's
role has been minimized and misunderstood. Katz therefore provides extended
and illuminating discussion of Germany's changing relationship with Huerta, Minister Paul von Hintze's outlook and initiatives, the Zimmerman Telegram, the
Japan "card," the infiltration of German agents in the Carranza regime and the
plans and hopes for postwar German influence in Mexico.
While Berlin had some 'success in orienting Carranza toward Germany, its
overall policy failed because of bungling, lack of realism and wartime impotence.
In spite of London's spectacular success with the Zimmerman Telegram, British
policy also displayed a lack of realism. The United States committed errors, but
its analysis of Mexican developments and the German threat was basically sound.
Indeed, Washington's success in preventing· applications of the clauses of the
constitution of 1917 and in keeping Mexico "qUiet" during the war, the actual
moderation of the Mexican revolution, and America's enhanced strength after the
war enabled the United States to influence the course of the 'revolution and to
enjoy by 1920 greater economic predominance than ever before.
However, in a certain sense, Mexico emerged as the real victor. The European
war helped by diverting American attention and discouraging intervention. But
Carranza, who was far from naive, also deserves much credit. His stubbornness,
conservatism (he never intended to implement a program of radical reform), and
his manipulation of the foreign powers preserved Mexican independence and
integrity. Above all, powerful Mexican nationalism, recognized, accepted, and
utilized by virtually all of the revolutionary leaders, held the foreign powers at
bay.
This is a big book, and scholars will surely take issue with many of its points.
Among them· are the emphasis on Germany at the expense of the United States,
Katz's interpretations of the revolutionary leaders, Wilson's motivations and the
influence of the war on American restraint. A map of Mexico, indicating the various
states, is also sorely needed. But Professor Katz's scholarship is impressive, his
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presentation is readable, and his thesis stimulating. Scholars in the field will have
to consult this work.

University of New Mexico

NOEL PUGACH

ON THE BORDER: PORTRAITS OF AMERICA'S SOUTHWESTERN FRONTIER. By Tom
Miller. New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1981. Pp. xiii, 226. Maps, bibliog.,
index. $12.95.
IN MORE THAN 400 CROSSINGS of the 2000-mile border between the United States
and Mexico, Tom Miller drank a lot of beer and collected many bizarre stories in
taverns, government offices, farms, bordellos, and barrios. What evolved from
his exodus from Brownsville to Tijuana is an amusing and often poignant portrait
oflife peculiar to a strip ofland, far removed from established seats of government,
where the cultures of poverty and abundance meet.
Everywhere Miller traveled he encountered persons of all walks of life, who,
in efforts to get rich, find adventure, or simply survive, have become involved
in the petty or major graft and corruption that characterize the border. Tales of
smuggling by foot, air, and water are endless, with drugs only one form of contraband, Mexican dealers buy television sets in quantity at "special prices" in the
United States for convoy in sealed boxcars to Mexico for resale. "Coyotes" are
available to meet new arrivals from the Mexican interior, sneak them through the
international fence, and direct them to the bean fields of Texas or the barrios of
Los Angeles. "Parrot Troopers" float illegal birds across the Rio Grande to the
U.S. on inner tubes.
Miller describes the Kickapoo Indians who live in a squalid shacktown under
the international bridge at Eagle Pass, Texas. According to a treaty made with
Andrew Jackson in 1832, they have free access tv th~ Diiited States at all tlllics.
A chapter is devoted to the "Borderblasters," a sleazy assortment of con artists
who, beginning in the depression years of the 1930s, flocked to Del Rio, Texas.
On the Mexican side of the international line they found access to radio equipment
so powerful that their spiels promoting everything from goat glands to autographed
pictures of Jesus reached all parts of the United States. The most legendary of
the Del Rio shucksters was Bob Smith, better known to his countless teenage
fans as "Wolf Man Jack," the world's premier promoter of rock and roll.
An unpleasant taint of racism is evident in many of Miller's stories, like the
one about the border patrol agent who shot an illegal alien by mistake-twice,
He also recounts vividly the infamous Hannigan case in which a southern Arizona
rancher and his sons were brought to trial for hog tying and torturing three Mexican
aliens,
Miller develops such material to show that the international strip is a "third
country with its own identity." He succeeds in this objective. On The Border is
not only a delight to read; it humanly portrays the culture of survival along the
line where the United States meets its enigmatic neighbor to the south.
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